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Title  5— ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter  I — Civil  Service  Commission 

PART  6— EXCEPTIONS  FROM  THE 
COMPETITIVE  SERVICE 

Department  of  Commerce 

Effective  upon  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  subparagraph  (43)  is 
added  to  paragraph  (a)  of  §  6.312  as  set 
out  below. 

§  6.312  Department  of  Commerce. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Secretary.  *  •  • 
(43)  One  Deputy  Under  Secretary  for 
Economic  Programs. 

(R.S.  1753,  sec.  2,  22  Stat.  403,  as  amended; 
5  U.S.C.  631,633) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

Tseal]  Mary  V.  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

(F.R.  Doc.  62-10093;  Filed,  Oct.  9,  1962; 
8:49  ajn.] 


PART  27 — EXCLUSION  FROM  PRO¬ 
VISIONS  OF  FEDERAL  EMPLOYEES 
PAY  ACT  OF  1945,  AS  AMENDED, 
AND  CLASSIFICATION  ACT  OF 
1949,  AS  AMENDED,  AND  ESTAB¬ 
LISHMENT  OF  MAXIMUM  STIPENDS 
FOR  POSITIONS  IN  GOVERNMENT 
HOSPITALS  FILLED  BY  STUDENT  OR 
RESIDENT  TRAINEES 

Student  Public  Health  Nutritionists 

1.  Effective  November  1,  1962,  §  27.1  is 
amended  by  the  addition  of  the  following 
item; 

§27.1  Exclusion  from  provisions  of 
Federal  Employees  Pay  Act  and 
Classification  Act. 

•  •  •  •  • 
Student  public  health  nutritionists,  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare, 
approved  training  during  a  program  for  a 
graduate  degree. 

2.  Effective  November  1,  1962,  §  27.2  is 
amended  by  the  addition  of  the  following 
item: 

§  27.2  Maximum  stipends  prescribed. 
***** 
Student  public  health  nutritionists,  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare, 
approved  training  during  a  program  for  a 
graduate  degree,  no  stipend  other  than  any 
maintenance  provided. 

(61  Stat.  727,  728,  as  amended;  5  U.S.C.  1051- 
1058) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal!  Mary  V.  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10092;  Filed,  Oct.  9,  1962; 
8:49  ajn.] 


Title  6— AGRICULTURAL 
CREDIT 

Chapter  IV — Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration,  Department  of  Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER  B— LOANS,  PURCHASES  AND 
OTHER  OPERATIONS 

[1962  C.C.C.  Grain  Price  Support  Bulletin  1, 
Supp.  1,  Amdt.  1,  Rye] 

PART  421— GRAINS  AND  RELATED 
'  COMMODITIES 

Subpart — 1962-Crop  Rye  Loan  and 
Purchase  Agreement  Program 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

The  regulations  issued  by  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation  published  in 
27  F.R.  6257,  and  containing  the  specific 
requirements  of  the  1962-crop  rye  price 
support  program  are  hereby  amended  as 
follows; 

1.  Section  421.1544(b)  is  amended  to 
make  rye  grading  No.  4  on  account  of 
test  weight  only  eligible  for  price  sup¬ 
port  so  that  the  amended  paragraph  will 
read  as  follows: 

§  421.1344  Eligible  rye. 

***** 

(b)  Grade  requirements.  Rye  at  the 
time  it  is  placed  under  loan  and  rye  un¬ 
der  purchase  agreement  which  is  in  ap¬ 
proved  warehouse-storage  prior  to  notifi¬ 
cation  by  the  producer  of  his  intention  to 
sell  to  CCC,  must  meet  the  requirements 
set  forth  in  this  paragraph.  The  rye 
must  grade  No.  2  or  better,  or  No.  3  or 
No.  4  on  the  factor  of  “test  weight”  only, 
but  otherwise  No.  2  or  better.  Rye 
grading  Tough,  Light  Smutty,  Smutty, 
Light  Garlicky,  Garlicky,  or  Weevily,  or 
containing  in  excess  of  1  percent  ergot 
shall  not  be  eligible,  except  that  rye  rep¬ 
resented  by  warehouse  receipts  grading 
“Tough”  will  be  eligible  if  the  warehouse¬ 
man  certifies  on  the  supplemental  certifi¬ 
cate  or  on  a  statement  attached  to  the 
warehouse  receipt  substantially  as 
follows : 

Certification 

On  rye  grading  “Tough”  delivery  will  be 
made  of  rye  not  tough  but  otherwise  of  the 
same  country-run  quality,  quantity  and 
grade  as  Indicated  on  the  applicable  ware¬ 
house  receipt  and  supplemental  certificates, 
and  no  lien  for  processing  will  be  claimed  by 
the  warehouseman  from  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  or  any  subsequent  holder  of  said 
warehouse  receipt. 

2.  Section  421.1546(c)  is  amended  by 
extending  the  schedule  therein  to  apply 
to  rye  testing  as  low  as  49  pounds  per 
bushel  so  that  the  amended  paragraph 
reads  as  follows : 

§  421.1546  Determination  of  quantity. 

•  *  *  *  • 

(c)  Adjustment  for  test  weight.  When 
the  quantity  is  determined  by  measure¬ 
ment,  a  bushel  shall  be  1.25  cubic  feet  of 
rye  testing  56  pounds  per  bushel.  The 


quantity  determined  for  rye  of  a  different 
test  weight  shall  be  adjusted  by  the  ap¬ 
plicable  percentage  in  the  following 


table: 

For  rye  testing:  Percent 

56  pounds  or  over _  100 

55  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than 

56  pounds _ 98 

54  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than 

55  pounds _ 96 

53  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than 

54  pounds _  95 

52  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than 

53  pounds _  92 

51  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than 

52  pounds _  91 

50  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than 

51  pounds _  89 

49  pounds  or  over,  but  less  than 

50  pounds _  87 


3.  Section  421.1551  (a)  and  (f)  are 
amended  for  clarification  and  to  correct 
omissions  so  that  the  amended  para¬ 
graphs  (a)  and  (f)  read  as  follows: 

§  421.1551  Settlement. 

(a)  General.  Settlement  for  rye  ac¬ 
quired  by  CCC  under  loan  or  purchase 
agreement  will  be  made  with  the  pro¬ 
ducer  as  provided  in  this  section.  The 
support  rate  per  bushel  at  which  settle¬ 
ment  will  be  made  for  eligible  rye  shall 
be  determined  under  the  applicable  pro¬ 
visions  of  §  421.1552,  and  this  section. 
Rye  purchased  under  a  purchase  agree¬ 
ment  shall  be  paid  for  by  sight  draft 
drawn  on  CCC.  The  producer  shall  in¬ 
dicate  on  commodity  purchase  Form  4  to 
whom  payment  shall  be  made. 

(1)  Warehouse-storage.  Settlement 
for  eligible  rye  acquired  by  CCC  under 
warehouse-storage  loans  or  purchase 
agreements,  represented  by  warehouse 
receipts  shall  be  made  on  the  basis  of 
weight,  grade  and  other  quality  factors 
shown  on  such  warehouse  receipt  or  ac¬ 
companying  documents.  In  the  case  of 
eligible  rye  under  purchase  agreement, 
stored  in  an  approved  warehouse,  the 
producer  must,  not  later  than  the  day 
following  the  loan  maturity  date  or  dur¬ 
ing  such  period  of  time  thereafter  as  may 
be  specified  by  the  county  committee, 
submit  to  the  office  of  the  county  com¬ 
mittee  warehouse  receipts  under  which 
the  warehouseman  guarantees  quality 
and  quantity  for  the  quantity  of  the  rye 
he  elects  to  sell  to  CCC. 

(2)  Farm-storage  loans  and  purchase 
agreements.  Delivery  will  be  made  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  instructions  issued  by  the 
county  office.  The  settlement  rate  for 
eligible  rye  delivered  under  farm-stor¬ 
age  loans  or  purchase  agreements  from 
other  than  approved  warehouses,  shall  be 
the  applicable  support  rate  for  the 
county  in  which  the  producer’s  custom¬ 
ary  shipping  point  (as  determined  by  the 
county  committee)  is  located,  except 
that  if  the  producer  is  directed  to  de¬ 
liver  his  rye  to  a  terminal  market  for 
which  a  support  rate  is  established,  set¬ 
tlement  shall  be  based  on  the  support 
rate  for  such  terminal  market.  Settle¬ 
ment  will  be  based  on  the  quality  and 
quantity  as  indicated  on  warehouse  re¬ 
ceipts  and  accompanying  documents  is- 
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sued  by  an  approved  warehouse  or  if 
applicable,  the  quality  and  quantity  as 
shown  on  Form  CCC-50. 

***** 

(f)  Storage  deduction  for  early  de¬ 
livery.  If  farm-stored  rye  is  delivered 
to  CCC  prior  to  maturity  date,  a  deduc¬ 
tion  for  storage  shall  be  made,  except 
that  no  deduction  shall  be  made  if  such 
early  delivery  is  made  because  the  loan 
is  called  solely  for  the  convenience  of 
CCC,  or  if  it  is  determined  by  CCC  at  the 
time  of  delivery  that  the  rye  will  be  sold 
rather  than  stored,  or  if  CCC  requires 
early  delivery  on  an  area  basis.  The 
deduction  for  storage  shall  be  made  in 
accordance  with  the  schedule  of  deduc¬ 
tion  for  warehouse  charges  in  §  421.1548. 

§  421.1552  [Amendment] 

4.  Section  421.1552(c)  is  being  amend¬ 
ed  by  increasing  the  following  basic 
county  support  rates. 

Idaho 


County 

Rate  per  bushel 

From— 

To- 

Ada . 

$0.97 

.95 

$1.05 

1.03 

Adams _ 

Bannock _ 

.89 

.97 

Bear  Lake _ _ _ 

.90 

.94 

Bingham _ 

.88 

.95 

Blaine _ 

.91 

.99 

Boise _ _ 

.97 

1.05 

Bonneville _ 

.88 

.93 

Butts _ 

.88 

.95 

Camas _ 

.91 

.99 

Canyon _ 

.98 

1.05 

Caribou . . . 

.90 

.95 

Cassia _ _ 

.91 

.99 

Clark . 

.86 

.90 

Custer _ _ _ 

.88 

.95 

Elmore _ 

.96 

.88 

1.04 

Franklin  .  .  .  _ _ 

.97 

Fremont.  .  _ _  _  _  _ 

.88 

.90 

Gem _ ........... _ 

.98 

1.05 

Gooding _ _ _ 

.94 

1.02 

Jefferson _ 

.88 

.92 

Jerome  _  _  _  * 

.93 

1.02 

Lemhi...... _ ... _ _ _ 

.88 

.93 

Lincoln _ _ 

.92 

1.01 

Madison _ 

.88 

.91 

Minidoka _ _ _ 

.92 

1.00 

Oneida _ 

.88 

.97 

Owvhee _ 1 _ 

.97 

1.05 

Payette  .  _  _ .  _  . 

.99 

1.05 

Power......... _ 

.91 

.98 

Teton _ 

.88 

.90 

Twin  Falls . 

.91 

.99 

Valley  .  _  . 

.98 

1.04 

Washington  ........  _  _  .  . 

.99 

1.05 

Montana 

.84  | 

.90 

Obeoon 

1.01 

Malheur _ _ _ ..... _ 

.98 

1.05 

5.  Section  421.1552(d)  is  amended  to 
add  the  following  schedule  of  discounts 
for  low  test  weight  rye. 

§  421. 1552  Support  rates. 

***** 

(d)  (3)  Low  test  weight.  Special  dis¬ 
counts  for  rye  grading  No.  4  on  the  factor 
of  test  weight  only  shall  be  as  follows: 

Cents  per 

Test  weight  (pounds) :  bushel 


51.0  to  51.9 . 5 

50.0  to  50.9 . 10 

49.0  to  49.9 _ 15 


(Sec.  4  62  Stat.  1070  as  amended;  15  UJS.C. 
714b.  Interpret  or  apply  sec.  5,  62  Stat.  1072, 
secs.  105,  401,  63  Stat.  1051  as  amended;  15 
U.S.C.  714c,  7  U.S.C.  1421,  1441) 

Effective  upon  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register, 

Signed  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  4,  1962. 

Robert  G.  Lewis, 
Acting  Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corpora¬ 
tion. 

[PR.  Doc.  62-10100;  Piled,  Oct.  9.  1962; 
8:50  a.m.] 


Title  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  III — Agricultural  Research 
Service,  Department  of  Agriculture 

PART  354 — OVERTIME  SERVICES  RE¬ 
LATING  TO  IMPORTS  AND  EXPORTS 

Commuted  Travel  Time  Allowances 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  conferred 
upon  the  Director  of  the  Plant  Quaran¬ 
tine  Division  by  §  354.1  of  the  regulations 
concerning  overtime  services  relating  to 
imports  and  exports,  effective  July  10, 
1960  (7  CFR  354.1),  administrative  in¬ 
structions  (7  CFR  354.2)  effective  April 
29,  1961,  as  amended  effective  August  1, 
1961,  February  2,  1962,  March  9,  1962, 
April  27, 1962,  June  21,  1962,  and  August 
11,  1962  (26  F.R.  3671,  6833,  27  F.R.  964, 
2267,  4011,  5849,  8025),  prescribing  the 
commuted  travel  time  that  shall  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  each  period  of  overtime  duty 
are  hereby  amended  by  adding  “Any  un¬ 
designated  airport  or  military  airbase  in 
the  State  of  South  Carolina  served  from 
Charleston,  S.C.”  to  the  “Three-Hour” 
list  therein. 

These  commuted  travel  time  periods 
have  been  established  as  nearly  as  may 
be  practicable  to  cover  the  time  neces¬ 
sarily  spent  in  reporting  to  and  return¬ 
ing  from  the  place  at  which  the  employee 
performs  such  overtime  duty  when  such 
travel  is  performed  solely  on  account  of 
such  overtime  duty.  Such  establishment 
depends  upon  facts  within  the  knowledge 
of  the  Plant  Quarantine  Division.  It  is 
to  the  benefit  of  the  public  that  these 
instructions  be  made  effective  at  the 
earliest  practicable  date.  Accordingly, 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  4  of 
the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  1003) ,  it  is  found  upon  good  cause 
that  notice  and  public  procedure  on  these 
instructions  are  impracticable,  unneces¬ 
sary,  and  contrary  to  the  public  interest, 
and  good  cause  is  found  for  making  these 
instructions  effective  less  than  thirty 
days  after  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

(64  Stat.  561;  5  U.S.C.  576) 

This  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  October  10, 1962. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  5th 
day  of  October  1962. 

[seal]  *  E.  P.  Reagan, 

Director, 

Plant  Quarantine  Division. 
[F.R.  Doc.  62-10098;  Filed,  Oct.  9,  1962; 
8:50  a.m.] 


Chapter  VII — Agricultural  Stabiliza¬ 
tion  and  Conservation  Service,  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture 

[Farm  Marketing  Quotas  for  Upland  Cotton 
(Bulletin  1)  ]  (Arndt.  9) 

PART  722— COTTON 

Subpart — Regulations  Pertaining  to 
Marketing  Quotas  for  Upland  Cot¬ 
ton  of  the  1961  and  Succeeding 
Crops 

Farm  Marketing  Excess  Adjustment 

The  amendment  contained  herein  is 
issued  pursuant  to  the  Agricultural  Ad¬ 
justment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended  (52 
Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C.  1281  et 
seq.).  The  purpose  of  this  amendment 
is  to  provide  that  the  administrator, 
under  certain  circumstances,  may  extend 
the  closing  date  for  filing  application 
for  downward  adjustment  of  the  farm 
marketing  excess  in  cdhnection  with  the 
1961  crop.  In  order  that  the  provisions 
of  the  amendment  may  become  available 
at  an  early  date,  it  is  hereby  determined 
and  found  that  compliance  with  the  no¬ 
tice,  public  procedure  and  effective  date 
provisions  of  section  4  of  the  Administra¬ 
tive  Procedure  Act  (60  Stat.  238;  5  U.S.C. 
1003)  is  impracticable  and  contrary  to 
the  public  interest  and  this  amendment 
shall  be  effective  upon  filing  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

Section  722.12(a)  of  the  Regulations 
Pertaining  to  Marketing  Quotas  for  Up¬ 
land  Cotton  of  the  1961  and  Succeeding 
Crops  (26  F.R.  3672,  5489,  7755,  8069, 
9899,  27  F.R.  4418,  5027,  6117,  7757,  8527) 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  722.12  Farm  marketing  excess  ad¬ 
justment. 

(a)  Application  for  adjustment  in  the 
farm  marketing  excess.  Any  producer 
having  an  interest  in  the  cotton  produced 
in  any  crop  year  on  a  farm  with  a  farm 
marketing  excess  may  apply  in  writing  to 
the  county  committee  for  a  downward 
adjustment  in  the  amount  of  the  farm 
marketing  excess  on  the  basis  of  the 
amount  of  cotton  produced  in  such  crop 
year  on  the  farm.  Any  such  application 
shall  be  filed  with  the  county  committee 
not  later  than  the  earlier  of  (1)  60  days 
after  harvest  of  such  cotton  crop  is  com¬ 
pleted  on  the  farm  or  by  such  later  date 
as  is  approved  by  the  State  committee 
on  the  basis  of  a  recommendation  by  the 
county  committee  and  a  showing  that 
the  producer’s  failure  to  apply  for  such 
adjustment  within  the  60-day  period  was 
due  to  circumstances  beyond  his  control 
or  (2)  March  15  of  the  year  following 
the  year  in  which  the  cotton  was 
planted:  Provided,  however.  That  with 
respect  to  the  1961  crop  of  cotton  the 
administrator  may  extend  the  date  for 
such  filing  beyond  March  15,  1962,  on 
the  basis  of  a  recommendation  by  the 
State  committee  and  a  showing  that  the 
producer’s  failure  to  apply  for  such  ad¬ 
justment  by  such  date  was  due  to  cir¬ 
cumstances,  such  as  illness,  which  were 
beyond  his  control.  If  the  harvesting 
of  cotton  on  the  farm  has  not  been  com- 
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pleted  by  March  15  of  the  year  follow¬ 
ing  the  year  in  which  the  cotton  was 
planted  but  an  application  has  been 
timely  filed  under  the  foregoing  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  paragraph,  the  producer 
may  request  the  county  committee  to 
provide  for  an  estimate  to  be  made  of 
the  amount  of  unharvested  cotton  on  the 
farm  in  order  that  a  final  determination 
of  the  actual  production  on  the  farm 
for  such  crop  year  may  be  made.  The 
county  committee  shall  keep  a  record  of 
each  application  so  made  and  the  date 
thereof.  The  county  committee  shall 
establish  a  time  and  place  at  which  each 
application  will  be  considered  and  shall 
notify  the  applicant  of  the  time  and 
place  of  the  hearing.  Insofar  as  prac¬ 
ticable,  applications  shall  be  considered 
and  acted  upon  in  the  order  in  which 
applications  are  made.  Unless  applica¬ 
tion  for  an  adjustment  in  the  farm  mar¬ 
keting  excess  is  made  within  the  period 
of  time  provided  for  in  this  paragraph, 
the  farm  marketing  excess  as  determined 
pursuant  to  §  722.10  shall  be  final  as  to 
the  producers  on  the  farm.  Notwith¬ 
standing  the  foregoing  provisions  of  this 
paragraph,  whenever  the  county  com¬ 
mittee  determines  that  no  cotton  has 
been  or  will  be  produced  on  a  farm  with 
a  farm  marketing  excess  for  the  year  for 
which  such  farm  marketing  excess  is  de¬ 
termined,  the  county  committee  may 
adjust  the  farm  marketing  excess  and 
notify  the  operator  of  such  adjustment, 
as  provided  in  paragraph  (b)  of  this 
section. 

(Secs.  301,  375;  52  Stat.  38,  66,  as  amended; 
7  U.S.C.  1301,  1375) 

Effective  date:  Date  of  filing  with  the 
Director,  Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Oc¬ 
tober  4,  1962. 

Robert  G.  Lewis, 
Acting  Administrator,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Stabilization  and  Con¬ 
servation  Service. 

(F.R.  Doc.  62-10099;  Filed,  Oct.  9,  1962; 

8:50  ajn.] 


Chapter  IX — Agricultural  Marketing 

Service  (Marketing  Agreements  and 

Orders),  Department  of  Agriculture 

PART  900— GENERAL  REGULATIONS 
Definition  of  Administrator 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  by  Public  Act 
No.  10,  73rd  Congress,  as  amended  and 
as  reenacted  and  amended  by  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.), 
and  by  Executive  Order  No.  10199,  De¬ 
cember  22,  1950  (15  F.R.  9217),  the  gen¬ 
eral  regulations  issued  thereunder  (7 
CFR  900.1  et  seq.) ,  as  amended,  are  here¬ 
by  further  amended  as  follows: 

Sections  900.2(e),  900.51(e),  and 

900.200(e)  are  each  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

(e)  The  term  “Administrator”  means: 
As  to  programs  relating  to  fruits, 
vegetables,  tree  nuts,  hops,  and  such 
other  commodities  as  may  be  assigned  to 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Service,  the 
Administrator  of  the  Agricultural  Mar¬ 


keting  Service,  and  as  to  programs  re¬ 
lating  to  milk,  tobacco,  and  other  com¬ 
modities  and  their  products  as  assigned, 
the  Administrator  of  the  Agricultural 
Stabilization  and  Conservation  Service, 
with  power  to  redelegate,  or  any  officer 
or  employee  of  the  Department  to  whom 
authority  has  been  delegated  or  may 
hereafter  be  delegated  to  act  in  their 
stead. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  4th 
day  of  October  1962. 

Orville  L.  Freeman, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10075;  Filed,  Oct.  9,  1962; 

8:47  a.m.] 


PART  982— FILBERTS  GROWN  IN 
OREGON  AND  WASHINGTON 

Free  and  Restricted  Percentages  for 
the  1962-63  Fiscal  Year 

Notice  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  September  26,  1962  (27  FJt. 
9520),  that  there  was  under  considera¬ 
tion  the  proposed  establishment  of  a  free 
percentage  of  68  percent  and  restricted 
percentage  of  32  percent  for  Oregon  and 
Washington  filberts  during  the  1962-63 
fiscal  year,  which  began  on  August  1, 
1962.  The  proposed  percentages,  which 
are  based  on  recommendations  of  the 
Filbert  Control  Board  and  other  avail¬ 
able  information,  would  be  established 
pursuant  to  the  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order  (7  CFR  Part  982), 
regulating  the  handling  of  filberts  grown 
in  Oregon  and  Washington,  effective  un¬ 
der  the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as 
amended;  7  U.S.C.  601-674). 

The  notice  afforded  interested  persons 
opportunity  to  file  written  data,  views,  or 
arguments  concerning  the  proposal  with 
the  Department  for  consideration  prior 
to  establishment  of  percentages.  The 
prescribed  time  has  expired  and  no  such 
communication  has  been  received. 

Pursuant  to  §  982.41,  and  after  con¬ 
sideration  of  all  relevant  matters  pre¬ 
sented,  including  those  in  the  notice,  it 
is  hereby  found  that  limiting  the  quantity 
of  merchantable  filberts  which  may  be 
handled  during  the  1962-63  fiscal  year  as 
hereinafter  set  forth  would  tend  to  ef¬ 
fectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

Therefore,  free  and  restricted  percent¬ 
ages  for  merchantable  filberts  during  the 
1962-63  fiscal  year  are  established  as 
follows: 

§  982.212  Free  and  restricted  percent¬ 
ages  for  merchantable  filberts  during 
the  1962-63  fiscal  year. 

The  following  percentages  are  estab¬ 
lished  for  merchantable  filberts  for  the 
fiscal  year  beginning  August  1,  1962: 

Percent 


Free  percentage _  68 

Restricted  percentage _  32 


It  is  hereby  further  found  that  good 
cause  exists  for  not  postponing  the  ef¬ 
fective  time  of  this  action  until  30  days 
after  publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
(5  U.S.C.  1001-1011)  in  that:  (1)  The 
relevant  provisions  of  said  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  this  part  require 


that  free  and  restricted  percentages  es¬ 
tablished  for  a  particular  fiscal  year  shall 
be  applicable  to  all  filberts  handled  dur¬ 
ing  such  year;  and  (2)  the  current  fiscal 
year  began  on  August  1,  1962,  and  the 
percentages  herein  established  will  auto¬ 
matically  apply  to  all  such  filberts  begin¬ 
ning  with  such  date. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  October  5,  1962. 

Floyd  F.  Hedlund, 

Director, 

Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10096;  Filed,  Oct.  9,  1962; 
8:49  am.] 


Title  14-AER0NAUTIC$  AND 
SPACE 

Chapter  II — Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
SUBCHAPTER  A — ECONOMIC  REGULATIONS 

[Regulation  No.  ER-364] 

PART  208— TERMS,  CONDITIONS  AND 
LIMITATIONS  OF  CERTIFICATES  TO 
ENGAGE  IN  SUPPLEMENTAL  AIR 
TRANSPORTATION 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  8th  day  of  October  1962. 

On  September  4, 1962,  the  Board  issued 
a  Notice  of  Rule  Making,  EDR-43,  Docket 
13984,  27  F.R.  8881,  in  which  it  proposed 
a  new  Part  208  of  the  Economic  Regula¬ 
tions  to  contain  the  terms,  conditions  and 
limitations  applicable  to  certificates  to 
engage  in  supplemental  air  transporta¬ 
tion  issued  under  section  401(d)(3)  of 
the  Act,  including  provisions  implement¬ 
ing  section  401(n).  Sections  401(d)(3) 
and  401  (n)  were  added  to  the  Act  by 
Public  Law  87-528,  which  also  added  sec¬ 
tion  417  and  contained  transitory  provi¬ 
sions  as  to  supplemental  air  carriers’  au¬ 
thority  in  sections  7  and  9.  Notice  was 
given  that  Part  208  was  also  to  be  made 
applicable  to  supplemental  air  carriers’ 
operations  under  these  provisions. 

Comments  on  the  Draft  Release  were 
received  from  eleven  supplemental  air 
carriers,  seven  route  air  carriers,  and  in¬ 
surance  interests,  and  due  consideration 
was  given  to  all  relevant  matter  pre¬ 
sented.  In  light  thereof  the  Board  has 
decided  to  adopt  Part  208  with  changes  as 
discussed  below.  The  Board  has  also  de¬ 
cided  to  add  a  new  §  208.30  which  imposes 
a  minimum  compensation  condition  for 
certain  military  charter  flights. 

Comments  on  the  insurance  require¬ 
ments.  At  the  outset  it  should  be  made 
clear  that  the  provisions  of  5  §  208.12- 
208.14  apply  only  to  insurance  required 
by  §§  208.10  and  208.11,  and  clarifying 
language  to  this  effect  has  been  added. 
This  clarification  renders  certain  com¬ 
ments  moot. 

Upon  consideration  of  comments  which 
object  to  the  requirement  that  no  can¬ 
cellation,  suspension  or  change  in  a  pol¬ 
icy  be  effective  on  less  than  30  days’  no¬ 
tice  to  the  Board,  the  provision  has  been 
modified  in  the  final  rule  so  as  to  require 
such  notice  only  as  to  changes  which  fail 
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to  conform  to  the  minimum  substantive  case  of  unavoidable  delays  solely  due  to  introduce  any  new  policy;  (3)  constitutes 
requirements  of  the  regulation.  All  other  weather.  All  other  provisions  remain  a  provision  necessary  to  assure  the  eco- 
modifications  are  required  to  be  filed  unchanged.  nomic  soundness,  and  hence  the  safety, 


within  five  days  of  their  effectiveness, 
accompanied  by  a  certificate  of  the  in¬ 
surer  as  to  compliance  with  the  minimum 
requirements  of  the  regulation. 

Objection  was  made  to  the  requirement 
that  the  insurance  apply  irrespective  of 
whether  the  aircraft  involved  in  the 
liability  are  specifically  described  in  the 
policy,  and  to  the  omission  of  the  re¬ 
lated  exclusion  of  losses  arising  from  the 
use  of  types  of  aircraft  not  declared  to 
the  insurer.  The  first  of  these  provisions, 

§  208.12(b),  was  taken  from  the  similar 
provision  in  the  Board’s  Transatlantic 
Charter  Policy  Statement,  §  399.37(b) 
(2)(ii),  but  the  exclusion,  found  in 
S  399.37(b)  (ii),  was  not  adopted.  It  ap¬ 
pears  to  the  Board  that  arrangements 
between  carrier  and  insurer  restricting 
coverage  to  aircraft  or  aircraft  types  de¬ 
clared  by  the  carrier  would  defeat  the 
protection  which  this  regulation  is' in¬ 
tended  to  afford  to  the  public. 

The  reference  to  the  Warsaw  Conven¬ 
tion  has  been  omitted  as  unnecessary  in 
light  of  revised  language,  taken  from 
standard  aircraft  liability  policies,  in 
§  208.12(a)  which  defines  the  insurer’s 
liability  as  relating  “to  all  sums  which 
the  insured  shall  become  legally  obli¬ 
gated  to  pay.’’  The  exclusion  in 
§  208.13(2),  questioned  in  some  com¬ 
ments,  has  also  been  reworded  in  light 
of  language  used  in  insurance  contracts. 
The  requirement  that  both  the  policy 
and  a  certificate  be  filed  with  the  Board 
has  been  retained.  The  statute  contem¬ 
plates  filing  of  insurance  policies  and  the 
certificate  requirement  will  assist  in  the 
administration  of  the  regulation. 

Comments  expressed  doubt  as  to  the 
meaning  of  the  clause  in  §  208.12(a), 
“under  an  invalid  claim  of  such  author¬ 
ity.”  This  language  taken  from  §399.37 
(b)  (2)  (ii)  appears  adequately  to  express 
the  intent  that  the  insurance  attaches 
to  flights  which  the  carrier  undertakes 
under  claim  or  color  of  authority  con¬ 
ferred  on  it  by  the  Board,  even  if  the 
flight  should  later  be  determined  to  have 
been  made  without  authority,  whether 
or  not  the  carrier  acted  in  good  faith. 

Comments  on  the  performance  re¬ 
quirements.  In  response  to  comments, 
the  performance  requirements  have  been 
altered  (1)  by  making  refunds  or  al¬ 
ternative  transportation  dependent  in 
all  cases  on  the  charterer’s  or  passenger’s 
request;  (2)  by  increasing  the  maximum 
permissible  delay  to  six  hours  on  de¬ 
parture  and  en  route  in  the  case  of 
charters,  and  to  four  hours  on  departure 
in  individually  ticketed  service  and 
clarifying  the  provision  to  the  effect  that 
the  limits  on  permissible  delay  en  route 
are  in  addition  to  those  on  delay  in  de¬ 
parture  but  that  the  limits  on  delay  en 
route  apply  to  the  aggregate  time  of  ad¬ 
ditional  delays  at  more  than  one  inter¬ 
mediate  stop;  *  and  (3)  by  providing  an 
exception  from  these  requirements  in 


1  Example :  On  a  charter  flight  from  A  to  E 
via  B,  C,  and  D  the  carrier  scheduled  de¬ 
parture  from  A  for  1:00  a.m.,  from  B  for  3:00 
a.m.,  from  C  for  5:00,  and  from  D  for  7:00 
a.m.  Actual  departure  from  A  was  at 
5:00  a.m.,  from  B  at  10:00  a.m.,  from  C  at 


Minimum  extent  of  service.  Some 
carriers  contended  that  the  requirement 
of  250  hours  of  revenue  flight  per  quarter 
would  impose  severe  hardships  on 
smaller  carriers  because  of  seasonal  fluc¬ 
tuations  and  long  periods  of  equipment 
overhaul  and  changeover.  In  light  of 
these  comments,  the  Board  has  modified 
§  208.25  to  establish  a  standard  of  500 
hours  of  revenue  flight  in  any  two  conse¬ 
cutive  calendar  quarters.  In  addition,  a 
carrier  who  fails  to  perform  the  mini¬ 
mum  required  services  may  show  unusual 
circumstances  constituting  good  cause 
why  its  operating  authority  should  not 
be  suspended. 

It  is  also  urged  that  industrial  flying 
operations,  such  as  crop-dusting,  be 
counted  toward  the  required  hours. 
However,  section  401  (n)  (3)  requires  that 
the  minimum  performance  standards  be 
stated  in  terms  of  supplemental  air 
transportation.  Industrial  operations 
would  thus  not  appear  to  qualify  for  this 
purpose. 

Minimum  compensation  for  military 
charters.  A  provision  has  been  added  to 
this  part  (§  208.30)  which  places  a  floor 
under  the  compensation  to  be  received  by 
carriers  operating  under  authority  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  7  of  Public  Law  87-528, 
for  certain  charter  flights  performed 
for  the  military  establishment.  Section 
208.30  makes  reference  to  Part  288  of 
the  Economic  Regulations,  which  re¬ 
quires  minimum  compensation  as  a  con¬ 
dition  on  the  authority  to  perform  cer¬ 
tain  military  charters,  and  makes  these 
provisions  (including,  of  course,  integral 
provisions  as  to  minimum  utilization  of 
aircraft,  computation  of  mileage,  and  the 
like)  applicable  as  terms,  conditions  and 
limitations  on  military  charters  per¬ 
formed  under  section  7  authority.  While 
Part  288,  by  its  terms,  is  applicable  only 
to  charters  performed  on  short  notice, 
the  rates  prescribed  therein  will  be  appli¬ 
cable  to  flights  performed  under  section 
7  without  regard  to  whether  they  are 
performed  on  short  notice.  Section  208.30 
constitutes  a  condition  on  the  carrier’s 
authority,  so  that  flights  under  contracts 
which  do  not  conform  to  it  are  performed 
without  operating  authority  and  in  vio¬ 
lation  of  section  401(a)  of  the  Act. 

Since  §  208.30(1)  does  not  limit  any 
existing  operating  rights  but  relates  to 
future  operating  authority  under  initial 
licenses  being  issued,  or  about  to  be  is¬ 
sued,  by  the  Board  in  compliance  with 
the  procedures  required  by  statute  and 
Special  Procedural  Regulation  PRr-65  of 
July  11,  1962,  27  F.R.  6708;  (2)  does  not 


2:00  pm.,  and  the  carrier  had  not  left  D 
at  5:00  p.m.  The  four  hour  delay  at  A  was 
within  permissible  limits  and  is  not  con¬ 
sidered  any  further  except  that  it  shifts  back 
the  departure  times  at  the  intermediate  stops 
by  four  hours.  The  additional  delays  of  three 
hours  in  leaving  B,  and  of  another  two  hours 
leaving  C,  thus  five  hours  in  the  aggregate, 
are  within  the  six-hour  limit  for  en  route 
delays.  But  when  the  carrier  had  not  left  D 
at  5:00  p.m.,  thus  after  adding  another  hour 
of  additional  delay,  he  reached  the  six-hour 
total  and  became  subject  to  the  alternative 
obligation  Imposed  by  §  208.20(b)  if  the 
charterer  so  elects. 


of  supplemental  air  carrier  operations; 
and  (4)  must  be  effective  simultaneously 
with  the  section  7  authorizations  at  the 
time  the  existing  operating  authority  of 
the  respective  carriers  expires  (October 
8,  1962,  pursuant  to  section  8  of  Public 
Law  87-528) ,  the  Board  finds  that  notice 
and  public  procedure  thereon  are  im¬ 
practicable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest.  • 

All  pertinent  comments  not  discussed 
above  have  been  considered  and  rejected. 

The  Board  has  given  notice  that  this 
regulation  may  be  adopted  effective 
before  October  8, 1962,  because  the  exist¬ 
ing  statutory  operating  authority  of  sup¬ 
plemental  air  carriers  expires  on  that 
date,  and  no  objections  to  this  effective 
date  have  been  received.  The  Board 
therefore  finds  that  good  cause  exists  for 
making  the  regulation  effective  less  than 
30  days  after  the  date  of  publication. 

Accordingly,  the  Board  hereby  adopts 
a  new  Part  208  of  its  Economic  Regula¬ 
tions,  14  CFR  Part  208,  effective  Octo¬ 
ber  9,  1962,  to  read  as  follows: 

General  Provisions 

Sec. 

208.1  Applicability. 

208.2  Separability. 

208.3  Definitions. 

Liability  Insurance  Requirements 

208.10  LlabUlty  insurance  requirements. 

208.11  Minimum  limits  of  liability. 

208.12  Terms  and  conditions  of  insurance 

coverage. 

208.13  Authorized  exclusions  of  liabUlty. 

208.14  Piling  of  policy  and  certificate  of 

insurance. 

Performance  Requirements 

208.20  Assumption  of  performance  obliga¬ 

tions  in  tariffs. 

208.21  Substitution  or  subcontracting. 
Minimum  Extent  of  Service 

208.25  Minimum  service  requirements. 

Minimum  Compensation  for  Military 
Services 

208.30  Minimum  rates  and  compensation  for 
planeload  flights  performed  for  the 
military  establishment. 

Authority  :  §§  208.1  to  208.30  issued  under 
sec.  204(a),  72  Stat.  743;  49  U.S.C.  1324.  In¬ 
terpret  or  apply  secs.  401  and  417  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended.  72 
Stat.  754,  76  Stat.  144,  145;  49  U.S.C.  1371, 
1387,  and  secs.  7  and  9  of  Public  Law  87-528, 
76  Stat.  146, 148. 

General  Provisions 

§  208.1  Applicability. 

This  part  contains  terms,  conditions, 
and  limitations  on  the  operating  author¬ 
ity  of  supplemental  air  carriers,  includ¬ 
ing  substantive  regulations  implementing 
paragraphs  (1),  (2),  and  (3)  of  section 
401  (n)  of  the  Act.  The  requirements  of 
this  Part  shall  constitute  terms,  condi¬ 
tions,  and  limitations  attached  to  certifi¬ 
cates  issued  pursuant  to  section  401(d) 
(3)  of  the  Act.  The  requirements  shall 
also  attach  to  special  operating  author¬ 
izations  issued  under  section  417  of  the 
Act,  and  to  interim  certificates  or  au¬ 
thorizations  issued  pursuant  to  section  7, 
and  to  authority  issued  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  9,  of  Public  Law  87-528. 
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§  208.2  Separability. 

If  any  provision  of  this  part  or  the  ap¬ 
plication  thereof  to  any  air  transporta¬ 
tion,  person,  class  of  persons,  or  circum¬ 
stances  is  held  invalid,  the  remainder  of 
the  part  and  the  application  of  such  pro¬ 
visions  to  other  air  transportation,  per¬ 
sons,  classes  of  persons,  or  circumstances 
shall  not  be  affected  thereby. 

§  208.3  Definitions. 

For  the  purposes  of  this  part: 

“Filing”  shall  mean  filing  in  compli¬ 
ance  with  §  302.3(a)  of  this  chapter  ex¬ 
cept  that  provisions  in  this  part  which 
require  filing  with  Board  offices  other 
than  the  Docket  Section  shall  be 
controlling. 

“Supplemental  air  carrier”  shall  mean 
any  air  carrier  holding  a  certificate 
issued  under  section  401(d)(3)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended, 
or  a  special  operating  authorization  is¬ 
sued  under  section  417  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act,  or  operating  authority  is¬ 
sued  pursuant  to  section  7  or  9  of  Public 
Law  87-528. 

Liability  Insurance  Requirements 

§  208.10  Liability  insurance  require¬ 
ments. 

(a)  On  or  before  October  9,  1962,  as  a 
condition  precedent  to  operations  in  air 
transportation  on  or  after  that  date,  each 
supplemental  air  carrier  shall  file  an  affi¬ 
davit  with  the  Board  that  such  carrier 
has  in  effect  liability  insurance  cover¬ 
age  that  substantially  complies  with  the 
requirements  of  this  part.  On  or  before 
November  9,  1962,  each  such  air  carrier 
shall  file  a  copy  of  the  policy  (or  policies) 
and  the  certificate  of  insurance,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  provisions  of  §  208.14. 

(b)  On  and  after  February  1,  1963,  no 
supplemental  air  carrier  shall  perform 
any  service  unless  the  carrier  maintains 
a  currently  effective  policy  (or  policies) 
of  liability  insurance,  filed  with  and  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Board  as  complying  with 
the  requirements  of  this  part. 

(c)  Such  insurance  policy  shall  be 
issued  by  a  reputable  and  financially  re¬ 
sponsible  insurance  company  which  is 
legally  authorized  to  issue  policies  of  that 
type  in  any  state,  territory  or  possession 
of  the  United  States,  or  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

(d)  The  Board  will  review  the  policy 
and  certificate  for  compliance;  if  the 
policy  or  certificate  does  not  comply  with 
the  requirements  of  this  part,  the  Board 
will  notify  the  air  carrier  and  the  in¬ 
surer  by  registered  or  certified  mail 
stating  the  deficiencies  of  the  policy  or 
the  certificate  of  insurance.  If  no  ob¬ 
jections  are  raised  by  the  Board  within 
30  days  after  receipt  of  the  policy  and 
the  certificate  of  insurance,  such  policy 
and  certificate  shall  be  deemed  filed  with 
and  approved  by  the  Board  as  complying 
with  the  requirements  of  this  part.  The 
documents  required  by  this  section  shall 
be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Carrier  Ac¬ 
counts  and  Statistics  at  the  Board’s 
Washington,  D.C.,  office. 

§  208.11  Minimum  limits  of  liability. 

The  minimum  limits  of  liability  in¬ 
surance  carried  by  a  supplemental  air 
carrier  shall  be  as  follows: 
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(a)  Liability  for  bodily  injury  to  or 
death  of  aircraft  passengers :  A  minimum 
of  $50,000  for  any  one  passenger,  and  a 
minimum  total  amount  for  each  acci¬ 
dent  in  any  one  aircraft  equal  to  the  sum 
produced  by  multiplying  $50,000  by  75 
percent  of  the  total  number  of  seats. 

*  (b)  Liability  for  bodily  injury  to  or 
death  of  persons  not  aboard  the  aircraft: 

A  minimum  of  $50,000  for  one  person  in 
any  one  accident,  and  a  minimum  of 
$500,000  for  each  accident. 

(c)  Liability  for  loss  of  or  damage  to 
property:  A  minimum  of  $500,000  for 
each  accident. 

§  208.12  Terms  and  conditions  of  in¬ 
surance  coverage. 

With  respect  to  insurance  required  by 
this  part: 

(a)  Insurance  contracts  shall  provide 
for  payment  by  the  insurer  on  behalf  of 
the  insured,  within  the  specified  mini¬ 
mum  limits  of  liability,  of  all  sums 
which  the  insured  shall  become  legally 
obligated  to  pay  for  bodily  injury  to  or 
death  of  any  person,  or  loss  of  or  damage 
to  property  of  others,  resulting  from  neg¬ 
ligence  of  the  insured,  or  his  duly  author¬ 
ized  agent,  in  the  operation,  mainte¬ 
nance,  or  use  of  any  aircraft  on  a  flight 
conducted  by  a  supplemental  air  carrier 
pursuant  to  authority  granted  by  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  or  under  an  in¬ 
valid  claim  of  such  authority. 

(b)  The  liability  of  the  insurer  shall 
apply  to  any  and  all  such  flights 
conducted  by  the  insured  air  carrier, 
irrespective  of  whether  the  aircraft  in¬ 
volved  in  such  liability  are  specifically 
described  in  the  policy,  and  shall  not  be 
subject  to  any  exclusion  by  virtue  of  vio¬ 
lations,  by  said  carrier,  of  any  applicable 
safety  provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended,  or  of  any  rule, 
regulation,  order  or  other  legally  imposed 
safety  requirement  prescribed  by  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency. 

(c)  Such  liability  shall  not  be  contin¬ 
gent  upon  the  financial  condition,  sol¬ 
vency  or  freedom  from  bankruptcy  of  the 
insured.  The  limits  of  the  insurer’s  li¬ 
ability  for  the  amounts  prescribed 
herein  shall  apply  separately  to  each 
accident,  and  any  payment  under  the 
policy  because  of  any  one  accident  shall 
not  reduce  the  liability  of  the  insurer  for 
payment  of  other  damages  resulting  from 
any  other  accident. 

(d)  Within  the  limits  of  liability 
herein  prescribed,  the  insurer  shall  not 
be  relieved  from  liability  by  any  condition 
in  the  policy  or  any  endorsement 
thereon,  or  violation  thereof  by  the  in¬ 
sured  air  carrier,  other  than  the  exclu¬ 
sions  set  forth  in  §  208.13,  or  such  other 
exclusions  as  may  be  individually  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Board.  Such  policy  shall 
not  be  subject  to  cancellation,  change  or 
suspension,  by  either  party,  except  in 
compliance  with  the  provisions  of  §  208.14 
(a). 

§  208.13  Authorized  exclusions  of  lia¬ 
bility. 

Unless  other  exclusions  are  individually 
approved  by  the  Board,  any  policy  or 
policies  of  insurance  required  by  this 
part  may  contain  only  one  or  more  of 
the  following  authorized  exclusions: 
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The  insurance  afforded  under  this  policy 
shall  not  apply  to: 

(1)  Any  loss  against  which  the  named 
Insured  has  other  valid  and  collectible  in¬ 
surance,  except  that  the  limits  of  liability 
provided  under  this  pohey  shaU  be  excess  of 
the  limits  provided  by  such  other  valid  and 
collectible  Insurance  but  In  no  event  exceed¬ 
ing  the  limits  of  UabUity  expressed  elsewhere 
in  this  policy: 

(2)  Liability  assumed  by  the  Insured  un¬ 
der  any  contract  or  agreement,  unless  such 
liability  would  have  attached  to  the  In¬ 
sured  even  in  the  absence  of  such  contract 
or  agreement; 

(3)  Bodily  injury,  sickness,  disease,  men¬ 
tal  anguish  or  death  of  any  employee  of  the 
Insured  while  engaged  in  the  duties  of  his 
employment,  or  any  obligation  for  which  the 
Insured  or  any  Company  as  his  Insurer  may 
be  held  liable  under  any  Workmen’s  Com¬ 
pensation  or  occupational  disease  law; 

(4)  Damage  to  or  destruction  of  property 
owned,  rented,  occupied  or  used  by,  or  in  the 
care,  custody  or  control  of  the  Insured; 

(5)  Personal  Injuries  or  death  or  damage 
to  or  destruction  of  property,  caused  directly 
or  indirectly,  by  hostile  or  warlike  action, 
Including  action  in  hindering,  combating  or 
defending  against  an  actual,  impending  or 
expected  attack  by  any  government  or  sov¬ 
ereign  power,  de  jure  or  de  facto,  or  military, 
naval,  or  air  forces,  or  by  an  agent  of  such 
government,  power,  authority,  or  forces;  the 
discharge,  explosion,  or  use  of  any  weapon  of 
war  employing  atomic  fission  or  atomic 
fusion,  or  radio-active  material;  insurrection, 
rebellion,  revolution,  civil  war  or  usurped 
power,  including  any  action  in  hindering, 
combating,  or  defending  against  such  an  oc¬ 
currence;  or  confiscation  by  any  government 
or  public  authority. 

§  208.14  Filing  of  policy  and  certificate 
of  insurance. 

(a)  Each  supplemental  air  carrier 
shall  file  with  the  Board  a  copy  of  the 
policy  or  policies  of  insurance  required 
by  this  part  and  all  endorsements  there¬ 
of  and  a  duly  executed  certificate  of  in¬ 
surance,  signed  by  an  authorized  repre¬ 
sentative  of  the  insurer.  In  case  of  can¬ 
cellation  or  suspension  of  an  insurance 
policy  or  a  change  therein,  30  days’  notice 
of  the  cancellation  or  suspension  shall 
be  given  to  the  Board  by  registered  or 
certified  mail,  and  in  the  case  of  changes 
in  the  policy  a  new  certificate  of  insur¬ 
ance  shall  be  filed  with  the  Board  at 
least  30  days  prior  to  the  proposed  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  the  change,  and  such  cer¬ 
tificate  shall  be  accompanied  by  a  copy 
of  the  new  endorsement  or  endorsements 
made  to  such  policy:  Provided,  That 
changes  in  an  existing  policy  which  are 
not  in  conflict  with  the  minimum  stand¬ 
ards  prescribed  in  the  regulations  in 
this  part  may  be  filed  within  five  days 
after  their  effective  date  if  accompanied 
by  a  certificate  of  the  insurer  to  the  ef¬ 
fect  that  the  changes  are  not  in  conflict 
with  the  regulations  in  this  part.  All 
documents  required  to  be  filed  with  re¬ 
spect  to  liability  insurance  shall  be  filed 
with  the  Office  of  Carrier  Accounts  and 
Statistics  at  the  Board’s  Washington, 
D.C.,  office. 

(b)  Each  certificate  of  insurance  shall 
expressly  certify  that  the  insurance  com¬ 
pany  has  issued  to  the  insured  air  car¬ 
rier  a  policy  (or  policies)  which: 

(1)  Incorporates  the  minimum  limits 
of  liability  set  forth  in  §  208.11; 

(2)  Contains  the  specific  terms  and 
conditions  of  coverage  set  forth  in 
§  208.12;  and 
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(3)  Incorporates  only  exclusions  which 
have  been  specifically  authorized  in 
§  208.13  or  individually  approved  by  the 
Board. 

Performance  Requirements 

§  208.20  Assumption  of  performance 
obligations  in  tariff's. 

Supplemental  air  carriers  shall  as¬ 
sume,  and  publish  as  part  of  the  rules 
and  regulations  of  their  tariffs  applicable 
to  passenger  service  in  interstate  and 
overseas  air  transportation,  the  following 
obligations  without  prejudice,  and  in  ad¬ 
dition,  to  any  other  rights  or  remedies 
of  passengers  under  applicable  law: 

(a)  In  case  of  flight  delays  of  more 
than  six  hours  beyond  the  departure 
time  stated  in  the  charter  contract  or 
four  hours  beyond  the  time  of  departure 
stated  on  an  individual  flight  ticket,  the 
carrier,  upon  request  and  at  the  passen¬ 
ger’s  or  charterer’s  option,  must  provide 
alternative  air  transportation  at  no  ad¬ 
ditional  cost  to  the  passenger  or  char¬ 
terer,  or  immediately  refund  the  full 
value  of  the  unusued  ticket  or  the  un¬ 
performed  charter  contract. 

(b)  In  case  of  additional  flight  delays 
enroute  exceeding  six  hours  for  charter 
flights  or  two  hours  for  individually 
ticketed  flights,  the  carrier  must,  upon 
request  and  at  the  passenger’s  or  char¬ 
terer’s  option,  furnish  alternative  trans¬ 
portation  to  the  specified  destination,  or 
immediately  refund  the  full  value  of  un¬ 
performed  transportation.  The  enroute 
delays  shall  be  calculated  without  inclu¬ 
sion  of  any  delay  at  departure  but  all 
additional  delays  at  intermediate  stops 
en  route  shall  be  added  up  in  determin¬ 
ing  whether  the  limit  of  delay  has  been 
reached. 

(c)  In  case  of  flight  cancellations  or 
flight  delays,  refunds  shall  be  paid  im¬ 
mediately  upon  presentation  of  an  un¬ 
used  flight  coupon  or  upon  demand  of 
the  charterer  or  his  representative  to  the 
air  carrier  or  its  agent. 

(d)  The  rules  and  regulations  in  the 
carrier’s  tariffs  governing  immediate  re¬ 
funds  or  alternative  transportation  may 
provide  for  an  exception  in  case  of  un¬ 
avoidable  delays  due  solely  to  weather. 

§  208.21  Substitution  or  subcontracting. 

Supplemental  air  carriers  may  subcon¬ 
tract  the  performance  of  services  which 
they  have  contracted  to  perform,  only 
to  air  carriers  authorized  by  the  Board 
to  perform  such  services. 

Minimum  Extent  of  Service 
§  208.25  Minimum  service  requirements. 

Each  supplemental  air  barrier  shall 
perform  services  authorized  by  its  cer¬ 
tificate  or  authority  to  engage  in  sup¬ 
plemental  air  transportation  for  at  least 
500  hours  of  revenue  flight  in  any  two 
consecutive  calendar  quarters.  Failure 
to  perform  such  minimum  services  will 
be  deemed  to  constitute  a  prima  facie 
case  for  suspension  of  the  carrier’s  oper¬ 
ating  authority  pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  section  401  (n)  (5)  of  the  Act: 
Provided,  That  the  carrier  may,  within 
15  days  after  the  end  of  the  two  consecu¬ 
tive  calendar  quarters  in  which  such  f  all¬ 


ure  occurred,  show  unusual  circum¬ 
stances  constituting  good  cause  why  its 
operating  authority  should  not  be 
suspended. 

Minimum  Compensation  for  Military 
Services 

§  208.30  Minimum  rates  and  compensa-  • 
lion  for  planeload  flights  performed 
for  the  military  establishment. 

The  authority  conferred  upon  a  sup¬ 
plemental  air  carrier  pursuant  to  section 
7  of  Public  Law  87-528,  insofar  as  it  en¬ 
compasses  the  right  to  perform  plane¬ 
load  flights  pursuant  to  contract  with 
the  military  establishment  of  the  United 
States  or  any  branch  thereof  in  foreign 
and  overseas  air  transportation,  and  air 
transportation  between  the  48  contig¬ 
uous  states  on  the  one  hand  and  the 
states  of  Alaska  and  Hawaii  on  the  other 
hand,  shall  be  subject  to  the  condition 
that  the  rate  or  compensation  received 
by  the  carrier  for  any  such  flight  is  not 
less  than  that  set  forth  in  §  288.7  of  this 
chapter,  irrespective  of  whether  such 
contract  or  charter  flight  falls  within 
the  definition  of  short  notice  MATS 
charter  service  contained  in  §  288.1  of 
this  chapter. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[Fit.  Doc.  62-10136;  Filed,  Oct.  9,  1962; 
8:50  a.m.] 


Title  16-COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter  I — Federal  Trade  Commission 

[Docket  C— 226] 

PART  13 — PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Diaperwite,  Inc.,  et  al. 

Subpart — Discriminating  in  price  un¬ 
der  sec.  2,  Clayton  Act — Payment  for 
services  or  facilities  for  processing  or 
sale  under  2(d) :  §  13.824  Advertising 
expenses;  [Discriminating  in  price  under 
sec.  2,  Clayton  Act] — Furnishing  services 
or  facilities  for  processing,  handling,  etc. 
under  2(e):  §  13.841  Free  samples.1 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  Sec.  2,  49  Stat.  1526;  15  U.S.C.  13) 
[Cease  and  desist  order,  Diaperwite,  Inc.,  et 
al..  New  York,  N.Y.,  Docket  C-226,  Sept.  11, 
1962] 

In  the  Matter  of  Diaperwite,  Inc.,  a  Cor¬ 
poration;  and  Abraham  Hochberg, 
Burton  Hochberg,  and  Helena  Bark- 
man,  Individually  and  as  Officers  of 
Said  Corporation 

Consent  order  requiring  New  York  City 
manufacturers  of  a  compound  used  in 
washing  baby  diapers  and  sold  to  drug 
and  grocery  stores  and  chains,  to  cease 
violating  secs.  2(d)  and  2(e),  respec¬ 
tively,  of  the  Clayton  Act  by  (1)  making 
payments  to  certain  retail  grocery  chains 


1  New. 


and  certain  wholesale  grocers  pursuant 
to  a  contract  which  provided  for  a  quar¬ 
terly  allowance  of  5  percent  of  purchases 
in  return  for  two  one  column-inch  news¬ 
paper  advertisements  plus  in-store  dis¬ 
plays  during  the  quarter,  while  not 
making  the  contract  available  to  many  of 
the  favored  purchasers’  competitors  and 
not  making  alternative  plan  available  to 
customers  who  could  not  utilize  newspa¬ 
per  advertising  and,  further,  failing  to 
require  full  performance  from  the  fav¬ 
ored  customers,  and  making  lump  sum 
payments  to  certain  customers  on  the 
basis  of  individual  negotiations  and  with¬ 
out  reference  to  purchases;  and  (2)  by 
furnishing  their  "Diaperwite”  product  in 
one-ounce  sample  size  packages  with¬ 
out  charge  and  with  freight  pre-paid 
to  some  of  their  customers  but  not  to 
all  competitors  of  the  latter. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist,  includ¬ 
ing  order  requiring  report  of  compliance 
therewith,  is  as  follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondent  Diaper¬ 
wite,  Inc.,  a  corporation,  its  officers,  and 
respondents  Abraham  Hochberg,  Burton 
Hochberg  and  Helena  Barkman,  individ¬ 
ually  and  as  officers  of  said  corporation, 
and  respondents’  employees,  agents  and 
representatives,  directly  or  through  any 
corporate  or  other  device,  in  the  course 
of  business  in  commerce,  as  “commerce” 
is  defined  in  the  Clayton  Act,  as 
amended,  do  forthwith  cease  and  desist 
from: 

1.  Paying  or  contracting  for  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  anything  of  value  to,  or  for  the 
benefit  of,  any  customer  of  respondents 
as  compensation  or  in  consideration  for 
advertising  or  display  or  any  other  serv¬ 
ices  or  facilities  furnished  by  or  through 
such  customer  in  connection  with  the 
processing,  handling,  sale,  or  offering  for 
sale  of  cleaning  compounds  manufac¬ 
tured,  sold  or  offered  for  sale  by  respond¬ 
ents,  unless  such  payment  or  considera¬ 
tion  is  made  available  on  proportionally 
equal  terms  to  all  other  customers  com¬ 
peting  with  such  favored  customer  in  the 
distribution  of  such  products. 

2.  Furnishing,  contracting  to  furnish, 
or  contributing  to  the  furnishing  of  any 
service  or  facility  to,  or  for  the  benefit 
of,  any  customer  of  respondents  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  processing,  handling, 
sale,  or  offering  for  sale  of  cleaning  com¬ 
pounds  manufactured,  sold  or  offered  for 
sale  by  respondents,  unless  such  service 
or  facility  is  made  available  on  propor¬ 
tionally  equal  terms  to  all  other  cus¬ 
tomers  competing  with  such  favored  cus¬ 
tomer  in  the  distribution  of  such  prod¬ 
ucts. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  respon¬ 
dents  herein  shall,  within  sixty  (60)  days 
after  service  upon  them  of  this  order, 
file  with  the  Commission  a  report  in 
writing  setting  forth  in  detail  the  man¬ 
ner  and  form  in  which  they  have  com¬ 
plied  with  this  order. 

Issued:  September  11,  1962. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10061;  Filed,  Oct.  9,  1962; 

8:46  a.m.] 
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Wednesday ,  October  10,  1962 

Title  15— COMMERCE  AND 
FOREIGN  TRADE 

Chapter  II — National  Bureau  of 
Standards,  Department  of  Com- 
merce 

PART  230 — STANDARD  SAMPLES  AND 
REFERENCE  STANDARDS  ISSUED  BY 
THE  NATIONAL  BUREAU  OF  STAND¬ 
ARDS 

Subpart  B — Standard  Samples  and 
Reference  Standards  With  Schedule 
of  Weights  and  Fees 

Radioactivity  Standards 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  4  (a)  and  (c)  of  the  Administra¬ 
tive  Procedure  Act,  it  has  been  found  that 
notice  and  hearing  on  these  schedules 
of  fees  are  unnecessary  for  the  reason 
that  such  procedures,  because  of  the 
nature  of  these  rules,  serve  no  useful 
purpose.  This  amendment  is  effective 
from  October  8,  1962. 

1.  Paragraph  (r)  Radioactivity  stand¬ 
ards  is  amended  by  the  revision  of  the 
Rock  standards  part  to  read  as  follows: 

§  230.11  Descriptive  List. 

***** 

(r)  Radioactivity  standards. 
***** 

Rock  Standards 


RADIUM  ROCK  SAMPLES  P 


Sample 

No. 

Rock 

Average 
radium  con¬ 
tent  micro¬ 
micrograms 
of  radium 
per  gram  of 
rock 

Price 

per 

sample 

4978 

Columbia  River  basalt. 

0. 33±0. 03 

$11.00 

4980 

Quartzite . 

,06±  .01 

11.00 

4981 

Graniteville  granite.... 

3. 3  ±  .  2 

11.00 

4982 

Gabbro-diorite . 

.  18±  .02 

11.00 

4983 

Milford  granite . 

.  23±  .  02 

11.00 

4984 

.  18±  .  03 

11.00 

4985 

Deccan  trap . 

.  21±  .  04 

11.00 

4986 

Kimberlite . 

.59±  .04 

11.00 

p  Each  sample  consists  of  100  g.  of  pulverised  rock. 

(Sec.  9,  31  Stat.  1450,  as  amended;  15  U.S.C. 
277.  Interprets  or  applies  sec.  7,  70  Stat.  959; 
15  U.S.C.  275a) 

R.  D.  HUNTOON, 
Deputy  Director. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10052;  Filed,  Oct.  9,  1962; 
8:45  a.m.] 

Title  17— COMMODITY  AND 
SECURITIES  EXCHANGES 

Chapter  II — Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission 

[Release  34-6905] 

PART  240— GENERAL  RULES  AND 
REGULATIONS  UNDER  THE  SECURI¬ 
TIES  EXCHANGE  ACT  OF  1934 

Prohibited  Representations  in  Con¬ 
nection  With  Certain  Offerings 

On  July  30,  1962,  in  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  Release  No.  6864,  and  on  Au- 
No.  197 - 2 


gust  3,  1962  in  the  Federal  Fegister  (27 
F.R.  7684) ,  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  published  its  proposal  to 
adopt  §  240.10b-9  (Rule  10b-9  under  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934)  to 
make  it  unlawful  to  represent  that  a 
security  is  offered  or  sold  on  an  “all-or- 
none”  basis  unless  specified  conditions 
are  met.  The  Commission  has  consid¬ 
ered  the  comments  and  suggestions  re¬ 
ceived  and  has  adopted  the  rule  in  the 
form  stated  below,  effective  November  5, 
1962. 

As  adopted,  §  240.10b-9  makes  it  a 
“manipulative  or  deceptive  device  or 
contrivance”,  as  used  in  section  10(b)  of 
the  Act,  for  any  person,  in  connection 
with  the  offer  or  sale  of  a  security,  to 
make  any  representation  to  the  effect 
that  the  security  is  being  offered  or  sold 
on  an  “all-or-none”  basis  unless  the  se¬ 
curity  is  part  of  an  offering  being  made 
on  the  condition  that  all  or  a  specified 
amount  of  the  purchase  price  will  be 
promptly  refunded  to  the  purchaser  if 
all  of  the  securities  being  offered  are  not 
sold  at  a  specified  price  within  a  spec¬ 
ified  time  and  the  total  amount  due  to 
the  seller  is  not  received  by  him  by  a 
specified  date.  The  rule  would  also  pro¬ 
hibit  a  representation  to  the  effect  that 
the  security  is  being  offered  or  sold  on 
any  other  basis  under  which  all  or  part 
of  the  amount  paid  will  be  refunded  to 
the  purchaser  if  all  or  part  of  the  se¬ 
curities  are  not  sold,  unless  the  security 
is  part  of  an  offering  being  made  on  the 
condition  that  all  or  a  specified  part  of 
the  amount  paid  will  be  promptly  re¬ 
funded  if  a  specified  number  of  units  are 
not  sold  at  a  specified  price  within  a 
specified  time  and  the  total  amount  due 
to  the  seller  is  not  received  by  him  by 
a  specified  date. 

The  rule  would  not  be  applicable  where 
there  is  a  firm  commitment  underwriting 
for  the  purchase  of  all  the  securities 
being  offered.  The  problem  which  the 
rule  is  intended  to  meet,  i.e.,  misleading 
representations  concerning  the  condi¬ 
tions  under  which  purchasers  will  obtain 
refunds,  does  not  arise  in  the  conven¬ 
tional  firm  commitment  underwriting, 
where  the  underwriter  has  a  definite  obli¬ 
gation  to  take  down  and  pay  the  seller 
for  the  securities.  The  action  of.  the 
Commission  follows: 

The  Commission  acting  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  particularly 
sections  23(a)  and  10(b)  thereof,  deem¬ 
ing  such  action  necessary  and  appropri¬ 
ate  in  the  public  interest  and  for  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  investors,  and  necessary  for 
the  execution  of  its  functions  under  the 
Act,  hereby  adopts  §  240.10b-9  as  stated 
below,  effective  November  5, 1962. 

§  240.10b-9  Prohibited  representations 
in  connection  with  certain  offerings. 

(a)  It  shall  constitute  a  “manipula¬ 
tive  or  deception  device  or  contrivance”, 
as  used  in  section  10(b)  of  the  Act,  for 
any  person,  directly  or  indirectly,  in 
connection  with  the  offer  or  sale  of  any 
security,  to  make  any  representation: 

(1)  To  the  effect  that  the  security  is 
being  offered  or  sold  on  an  “all-or-none” 
basis,  unless  the  security  is  part  of  an  of¬ 
fering  or  distribution  being  made  on  the 


condition  that  all  or  a  specified  amount 
of  the  consideration  paid  for  such  se¬ 
curity  will  be  promptly  refunded  to  the 
purchaser  unless  (i)  all  of  the  securities 
being  offered  are  sold  at  a  specified  price 
within  a  specified  time,  and  (ii)  the  total 
amount  due  to  the  seller  is  received  by 
him  by  a  specified  date;  or 

(2)  To  the  effect  that  the  security  is 
being  offered  or  sold  on  any  other  basis 
whereby  all  or  part  of  the  consideration 
paid  for  any  such  security  will  be  re¬ 
funded  to  the  purchaser  if  all  or  some 
of  the  securities  are  not  sold,  unless  the 
security  is  part  of  an  offering  or  distribu¬ 
tion  being  made  on  the  condition  that  all 
or  a  specified  part  of  the  consideration 
paid  for  such  security  will  be  promptly 
refunded  to  the  purchaser  unless  (i)  a 
specified  number  of  units  of  the  security 
are  sold  at  a  specified  price  within  a 
specified  time,  and  (ii)  the  total  amount 
due  to  the  seller  is  received  by  him  by  a 
specified  date. 

(b)  This  rule  shall  not  apply  to  any 
offer  or  sale  of  securities  as  to  which  the 
seller  has  a  firm  commitment  from  un¬ 
derwriters  or  others  (subject  only  to 
customary  conditions  precedent,  includ¬ 
ing  “market  outs”)  for  the  purchase  of 
all  the  securities  being  offered. 

(Secs.  10(b)  and  23(a),  48  Stat.  891,  901  as 
amended,  15  U.S.C.  78J,  78w) 

By  the  Commission. 

Orval  L.  DuBois, 
Secretary. 

October  3,  1962. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10066;  FUed,  Oct.  9,  1962; 

8:47  a.m.] 


Title  20— EMPLOYEES’  BENEFITS 

Chapter  III — Bureau  of  Old-Age  and 
Survivors  Insurance,  Social  Secu¬ 
rity  Administration,  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 

[Reg.  4,  further  amended] 

PART  404— FEDERAL  OLD-AGE,  SUR¬ 
VIVORS,  AND  DISABILITY  INSUR¬ 
ANCE  (1950 - ) 

Subpart  G — Filing  of  Applications  and 
Other  Forms 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

Regulations  No.  4,  as  amended,  of  the 
Social  Security  Administration  (20  CFR 
404.1  et  seq.)  are  further  amended  as 
follows: 

1.  Section  404.601  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  404.601  Meaning  of  terms. 

(a)  Claimant  defined.  The  term 
“claimant”  for  purposes  of  this  subpart 
refers  to  the  individual  who  has  filed  on 
his  own  behalf,  or  on  whose  behalf  a 
proper  party  under  §  404.603  has  filed,  an 
application  for  monthly  benefits,  a  lump¬ 
sum  death  payment,  a  recomputation 
of  a  primary  insurance  amount,  or  the 
establishment  of  a  period  of  disability. 

(b)  Applicant  defined.  The  term  “ap¬ 
plicant”  for  purposes  of  this  subpart 
refers  to  the  individual  who  has  filed 
an  application  on  his  own  behalf  or  on 
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behalf  of  another  for  monthly  benefits, 
a  lump-sum  death  payment,  a  recompu¬ 
tation  of  a  primary  insurance  amount, 
or  the  establishment  of  a  period  of 
disability. 

(c)  Application  defined.  Unless  other¬ 
wise  specified,  the  term  "application” 
refers  only  to  an  application  on  a  form 
prescribed  in  §  404.602,  and  includes  an 
application  for  monthly  benefits,  a  lump¬ 
sum  death  payment,  a  recomputation  of 
a  primary  insurance  amount,  and  the 
establishment  of  a  period  of  disability. 

(d)  Filing  of  application  on  prescribed 
form.  Except  as  provided  in  §§  404.611, 
404.613,  and  404.614,  an  individual  has 
not  “filed  an  application”  for  purposes  of 
sections  202,  216(i),  or  223  of  the  Act  or 
for  purposes  of  recomputation  of  a  pri¬ 
mary  insurance  amount  until  an  applica¬ 
tion  on  a  form  prescribed  in  §  404.602 
has  been  filed  in  accordance  with  the 
regulations  in  this  subpart. 

(e)  Execution  of  application  defined. 
The  term  “to  execute  an  application”  (or 
a  written  statement,  request,  or  notice, 
see  §§404.610  and  404.613)  means  the 
completion  and  signing  of  the  applica¬ 
tion  (or  written  statement,  request,  or 
notice).  Irrespective  of  who  may  have 
completed  the  items  on  the  application, 
or  written  statement,  request,  or  notice, 
the  document  is  considered  to  have  been 
executed  by  or  on  behalf  of  such  claimant 
when  it  is  signed  by  the  claimant  (or  an 
individual  authorized  to  do  so  on  his  be¬ 
half  under  §  404.603) . 

2.  Paragraph  (a)  of  §  404.603  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  404.603  Execution  of  applications. 

(a)  If  the  claimant  has  attained  the 
age  of  18,  is  mentally  competent,  and  is 
physically  able  to  execute  the  applica¬ 
tion,  the  application  shall  be  executed  by 
him.  Where,  however,  paragraph  (d)  of 
this  section  applies,  the  application  may 
also  be  executed  by  the  claimant’s  legal 
guardian,  committee,  or  other  repre¬ 
sentative. 

*  •  •  *  * 

3.  Paragraph  (a)  of  §  404.607a  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  404.607a  Filing  of  application  for  the 
establishment  of  a  period  of  dis¬ 
ability. 

(a)  Application  filed  before  beginning 
of  period  of  disability. — (1)  Application 
filed  prior  to  March  1960.  An  applica¬ 
tion  filed  after  December  31,  1954,  and 
prior  to  March  1960  to  establish  a  period 
of  disability  will  be  accepted  as  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  such  purpose  if  it  was  filed 
while  the  claimant  was  under  a  disabil¬ 
ity  and  not  more  than  3  months  before 
the  first  day  on  which  a  period  of  dis¬ 
ability  may  begin  for  the  claimant. 

(2)  Application  filed  after  February 
1960.  An  application  filed  after  Febru¬ 
ary  1960  to  establish  a  period  of  dis¬ 
ability  will  be  accepted  as  an  applica¬ 
tion  for  such  purpose  if  it  is  filed  not 
more  than  3  months  before  the  first  day 
on  which  a  period  of  disability  may  be¬ 
gin  for  the  claimant;  except  that,  where 
clause  (ii)  of  section  223(a)(1)  of  the 
Act  (concerning  prior  entitlement  to  dis¬ 
ability  insurance  benefits  and/or  a  prior, 
period  of  disability)  is  applicable,  an 


application  for  such  purpose  may  be 
filed  as  early  as  6  months  prior  to  the 
first  month  for  which  the  claimant  be¬ 
comes  entitled  to  disability  insurance 
benefits.  An  application  filed  within 
such  3-month  or  6-month  period  shall  be 
deemed  filed  on  such  first  day  or  in  such 
first  month,  as  the  case  may  be.  Where 
the  6-month  period  is  applicable  in  con¬ 
nection  with  clause  (ii)  of  section  223(a) 
(1)  of  the  Act,  the  period  of  disability 
may  begin  no  earlier  than  September 
1960. 

*  •  •  •  * 

4.  Effective  date.  The  foregoing 
amendments  shall  become  effective  upon 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

(Secs.  202,  205,  216,  223,  and  1102  of  the  So¬ 
cial  Security  Act,  as  amended,  49  Stat.  623, 
as  amended,  53  Stat.  1368,  aa  amended,  68 
Stat.  1080,  as  amended,  70  Stat.  815,  as 
amended,  49  Stat.  647,  as  amended;  sec.  5  of 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of  1953,  67  Stat. 
18,  631;  42  U.S.C.  402,  405,  416,  423,  and  1302) 

[seal]  Robert  M.  Ball, 

Commissioner  of  Social  Security. 

October  3,  1962. 

Approved:  September  26,  1962. 

Anthony  J.  Celebrezze, 

Secretary  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare. 

(PH.  Doc.  62-10069;  Filed,  Oct.  9,  1962; 

8:47  am.] 


Title  32— NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

Chapter  VII — Department  of  the 
Air  Force 

SUBCHAPTER  W— AIR  FORCE  PROCUREMENT 
INSTRUCTION 

Miscellaneous  Amendments  to 
Subchapter 

Subchapter  W  of  title  32  is  amended 
as  follows: 

PART  1002— PROCUREMENT  BY 
FORMAL  ADVERTISING 

Subpart  B — Solicitation  of  Bids 

1.  Section  1002.201  is  revised  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  1002.201  Preparation  of  invitations 
for  bids. 

•  •  •  *  • 

(a)  *  *  * 

(17)  *  *  * 

(vii)  Labor  surplus  “ Set-asides .”  See 
§  1.804-2  of  this  title. 

(viii)  Small  business  ‘'Set -asides/'  See 
§§  1.706-5  and  1.706-6  of  this  title. 

(ix)  Financial  and  technical  ability. 
See  Subpart  I,  Part  1001  of  this  subchap¬ 
ter  for  applicable  clause.  Also,  see  Sub¬ 
part  I,  Part  1001  relative  to  requirements 
and  procedures  for  Special  Source  Sur¬ 
veys. 

•  *  •  •  • 

(xii)  Multiple  awards.  IFBs  which 
will  be  evaluated  according  to  §  1002.407- 
5(c)  will  include  the  following  statement: 

•  •  •  •  • 


(xiv)  Notification  of  synopsis.  See 
§  1001.1003-8  of  this  subchapter. 

*  •  •  •  • 

2.  Revise  §  1002.203-1  to  read  as 
follows : 

§  1002.203—1  Mailing  or  delivering  to 
prospective  bidders. 

IFBs,  when  mailed,  will  be  sent  as  first 
class  mail.  Optional  Form  17,  "Sealed 
Bid  Label,”  which  is  a  gummed  back  label 
form,  may  be  furnished  with  the  bid  set 
to  each  prospective  bidder  to  facilitate 
the  identification  and  handling  of  enve¬ 
lopes  containing  sealed  bids.  The  use  of 
this  form  will  provide  the  bidder  with 
an  easy  means  of  specifically  identifying 
his  sealed  bids,  and  also  facilitate  the  re¬ 
quired  special  handling  of  sealed  bids 
when  they  are  received  by  AF  procure¬ 
ment  activities. 

§  1002.205  [Amendment] 

3.  In  §  1002.205(d),  the  reference 

"§  1.1104-8”  is  amended  to  read  "§  1.- 
1107-3.”  - 

Subpart  D — Opening  of  Bids  and 
Award  of  Contract 

§§1002.401;  1002.402-1;  1002.404-2; 
1002.404-3—1002.405;  1002.406- 
1;  1002.406-2  1002.407-1— 

1002.407-4;  1002.407-6—1002.- 
407-8  and  1002.408-2  [Deletion] 

1.  Delete  §§  1002.401;  1002.402-1; 
1002.402-2;  1002.404-3  through  1002.- 
405;  1002.406-1;  1002.406-2;  1002.407-1 
through  1002.407-4;  1002.407-6  through 
1002.407-8  and  1002.408-2. 

2.  Revise  §§  1002.404-1;  1002.406, 
1002.406-3  and  1002.406-4  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1002.404—1  Cancellation  of  invitation 
after  opening. 

(a) (1)  Prior  to  cancellation  of  an  IFB, 
review  and  approval  will  be  obtained  by 
the  contracting  officer  from  the  director 
or  deputy  director  of  procurement  and 
production  at  an  AFLC  AMA  or  the 
2709th  Vehicle  Control  Group  (VCG) ; 
from  the  director  or  deputy  director  of 
procurement  at  an  AFSC  division;  from 
the  director  of  procurement  at  an  AFSC 
center;  from  the  Director,  Office  of  Pro¬ 
curement  at  the  Office  of  Aerospace  Re¬ 
search  (OAR) ;  or  in  the  case  of  other 
major  commands  and  WPAFB,  from  the 
chief  of  the  purchasing  activity.  This 
review  and  approval  will  be  accomplished 
for: 

(1)  Determining  whether  the  proposed 
cancellation  is  in  fact  required. 

(ii)  Attempting  to  preclude  cancella¬ 
tion. 

(2)  Prior  to  readvertising  supplies  or 
services  previously  detailed  on  canceled 
IFB’s  review  and  approval  will  be  secured 
as  set  forth  in  subparagraph  (1)  of  this 
paragraph.  This  review  and  approval 
will  be  accomplished  for  insuring  that 
readvertising  actions  are  firm  and 
complete. 

(b)  Failure  to  resolve  the  administra¬ 
tive  difficulties  and  effect  award  of  the 
contract (s)  to  the  lowest  responsible 
bidder  prior  to  the  expiration  of  the  bid 
acceptance  period  (or  any  unqualified 
extensions  thereto)  will  not  be  cause  for 
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rejection  of  all  bids  and  readvertisement 
unless  the  delay  in  making  award  or  the 
difference  in  price  between  the  lowest  re¬ 
sponsive  bid  and  the  next  lowest  respon¬ 
sive  bid  is  unreasonable. 

§  1002.406  Mistakes  in  bids. 

§  1002.406—3  Other  mistakes. 

(a)  The  data  required  by  §  2.406-3(e) 
of  this  title  will  be  submitted  in  the  most 
expeditious  manner  to  AFLC  (MCJCR), 
marked  “IMMEDIATE  ATTENTION- 
MISTAKE  IN  BID.”  Review  Branch 
(MCJCR),  Hq  AFLC,  will  evaluate  the 
facts  presented  and  prepare  an  adminis¬ 
trative  determination  according  to  §  2.- 
406-3(a)  of  this  title. 

(b)  Doubtful  mistakes  in  bids  will 
NOT  be  submitted  by  contracting  officers 
directly  to  the  Comptroller  General  for 
advance  decisions. 

(c)  If  modification  is  authorized  and 
award  is  made  to  the  bidder  alleging  the 
mistake,  a  copy  of  the  determination  will 
be  furnished  to  the  accounting  and  fi¬ 
nance  officer  to  support  payment. 
MCJCR,  Hq  AFLC,  will  maintain  the 
record  required  by  §  2.406-3  (g)  of  this 
title.  At  the  end  of  each  6-month  period, 
or  more  often  if  warranted,  the  Staff 
Judge  Advocate  will  forward  to  the  Pro¬ 
curement  Division  (MCPP),  Hq  AFLC, 
the  number  of  cases  handled  for  the 
period  by  types,  and  his  findings  as  to 
any  pattern  disclosed  that  may  indicate 
the  need  for  additional  or  revised  pro¬ 
curement  instructions  or  procedures. 
Following  review  of  the  findings  a  copy 
will  be  furnished  by  MCPP  to  Hq  USAF 
together  with  a  statement  showing  the 
action  taken. 

§  1002.406—4  Disclosure  of  mistakes 
after  award. 

(a)  The  authority  delegated  as  listed 
in  §  2.406-4 (c)  (3)  of  this  title  has  been 
redelegated  by  the  Commander,  AFLC, 
to  the  Director  of  Procurement  and  Pro¬ 
duction,  to  the  Deputy  for  Procurement, 
and  while  he  is  acting  as  Director  of 
Procurement  and  Production,  to  the 
Deputy  for  Production,  Hq  AFLC. 

(b)  Mistakes  disclosed  after  award 
and  processed  according  to  §  2.406-4 (d) 
of  this  title  will  be  forwarded  by  the  con¬ 
tracting  officer  to  AFLC  (MCPKA) .  Mis¬ 
takes  involving  contracts  for  the  sale  of 
Government-owned  surplus  property  will 
be  processed  according  to  chapter  7, 
section  C,  Part  Two  AFM  177-101  (Basic 
Systems  at  Base  Level). 

Subpart  E — Two-Step  Formal 
Advertising 

Subpart  E  is  deleted  and  reserved. 


PART  1003— PROCUREMENT  BY 
NEGOTIATION 

§  1003.000  [Deletion] 

Delete  §  1003.000. 

Subpart  A — Use  of  Negotiation 

§§  1003.100;  1003.102;  1003.107— 
1003.109  [Deletion] 

1.  Delete  §§  1003.100;  1003.102;  1003.- 
107  through  1003.109. 


§  1003.101  [Amendment] 

2.  Delete  the  text  from  §  1003.101. 

Subpart  B — Circumstances  Permitting 
Negotiation 

§§  1003.200;  1003.201-1;  1003.201-2; 
1003.202-1;  1003.202-2;  1003.- 

203-1—1003.203-3;  1003.204-3 — 
1003.206-2;  1003.207-3;  1003- 

208-1;  1003.209-1003.209-3; 

1003.210-1;  1003.211-1;  1003.- 

211-3;  1003.213-1;  1003.213-2; 

1003.214 — 1003.214-3;  1003.215- 
1;  1003.215-2;  1003.216-1003.- 
216-3;  1003.217-1  and  1003.218 — 
1003.218—3  [Deletion] 

Delete  §§  1003.200;  1003.201-1;  1003.- 
201-2;  1003.202-1;  1003.202-2;  1003.203- 
1  through  1003.203-3;  1003.204-3  through 
1003.206-2;  1003.207-3;  1003.208-1; 

1003.209  through  1003.209-3-  1003.210-1; 
1003.211-1;  1003.211-3;  1003.213-1; 

1003.213-2;  1003.214  through  1003.214- 
3;  1003.215-1;  1003.215-2;  1003.216 

through  1003.216-3;  1003.217-1  and 

1003.218  through  1003.218-3. 


Subpart  C — Determinations  and 
Findings 


§§  1003.300;  1003.302  [Deletion] 
Delete  §§  1003.300  and  1003.302. 


By  order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Force. 


William  L.  Koch, 
Lt.  Colonel,  U.S.  Air  Force, 
Chief,  Special  Activities 
Group,  Office  of  The  Judge 
Advocate  General. 


(PR.  Doc.  62-10053;  Filed,  Oct.  9,  1962; 
8:45  a.m.] 


Title  38— PENSIONS,  BONUSES. 
AND  VETERANS’  RELIEF 

Chapter  I — Veterans  Administration 

PART  3— ADJUDICATION 

Subpart  A — Pension,  Compensation, 
and  Dependency  and  Indemnity 
Compensation 

Veterans  Benefits  Not  Apportionable 

In  §  3.458,  paragraph  (c)  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  3.458  Veterans  benefits  not  appor¬ 
tionable. 

*  *  *  *  * 

.  (c)  For  the  purported  or  legal  wife  of 
the  veteran  if  it  has  been  determined  that 
she  has  lived  with  another  man  and  held 
herself  out  openly  to  the  public  to  be  the 
wife  of  such  other  man,  except  where 
such  relationship  was  entered  into  in 
good  faith  with  a  reasonable  basis  (for 
example  trickery  on  the  part  of  the  vet¬ 
eran)  for  the  wife  believing  that  her 
marriage  to  the  veteran  was  legally  ter¬ 
minated.  In  such  cases,  payment  will 
be  made  to  the  veteran  as  though  there 
were  no  wife.  No  apportionment  to  the 
wife  will  thereafter  be  made  unless  there 


has  been  a  reconciliation  and  later 
estrangement. 

*  •  *  *  * 

(72  Stat.  1114;  38  U.S.C.  210) 

This  regulation  is  effective  Septem¬ 
ber  19,  1962. 

[seal]  W.  J.  Driver, 

Deputy  Administrator. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10094;  Filed,  Oct.  9,  1962; 
8:49  ajn.] 


PART  3— ADJUDICATION 

Subpart  A — Pension,  Compensation, 

and  Dependency  and  Indemnity 

Compensation 

Denial  of  Benefits  Because  of  Conduct 
of  Widow 

In  Part  3,  §  3.1574  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  3.1574  Denial  of  benefits  because  of 
conduct  of  widow. 

(a )  Provisions  of  section  1  of  the  law. 
Section  1  of  the  law  amends  section  101 
of  Title  38,  United  States  Code,  by  re¬ 
vising  subsection  (3)  to  read  as  follows: 

(3)  The  term  “widow”  means  (except  for 
purposes  of  Chapter  19  of  this  title)  a  woman 
who  was  the  wife  of  a  veteran  at  the  time 
of  his  death,  and  who  lived  with  him  con¬ 
tinuously  from  the  date  of  marriage  to  the 
date  of  his  death  (except  where  there  was  a 
separation  which  was  due  to  the  misconduct 
of,  or  procured  by,  the  veteran  without  the 
fault  of  the  wife)  and  who  has  not  remarried 
or  (in  cases  not  involving  remarriage)  has 
not  since  the  death  of  the  veteran,  and  after 
enactment  of  the  1962  amendment  to  this 
paragraph,  lived  with  another  man  and  held 
herself  out  openly  to  the  public  to  be  the  wife 
of  such  other  man. 

(b)  Effect  of  section  1  of  the  act. 
Section  1  is  similar  to  but  broader  than 
our  “inference  of  remarriage”  (or  “pre¬ 
sumption  of  remarriage”)  rule,  which 
has  been  in  effect  for  many  years.  Under 
our  rule  an  inference  of  remarriage  is 
held  to  exist  when  there  is  proof  of  each 
of  the  following: 

( 1 )  A  cohabitation  by  the  widow  with 
a  man  as  man  and  wife;  and 

(2)  A  “holding  out”  by  the  two  per¬ 
sons  to  the  general  community  in  which 
they  reside  that  they  are  husband  and 
wife  (which  generally  is  embraced  in  the 
requisite  cohabitation) ;  and 

(3)  A  general  reputation  in  such  com¬ 
munity  that  they  are  married  to  each 
other. 

The  inference  is  not  applied  where  there 
is  evidence  that  there  could  not  be  a 
legal  marriage  between  the  claimant 
widow  and  her  cohabitant  because  of  an 
impediment,  such  as  a  prior  subsisting 
marriage  of  the  cohabitant.  An  identi¬ 
cal  rule  is  applied  in  determining 
whether  there  is  an  inference  of  mar¬ 
riage  of  the  child  of  a  veteran.  Section  1 
of  Public  Law  87-674  provides  for  denial 
of  benefits  except  gratuitous  insurance 
to  a  widow  where,  since  the  death  of  the 
veteran  and  subsequent  to  September  19, 
1962,  date  of  enactment  of  this  law,  she 
has  lived  with  another  man  and  held 
herself  out  openly  to  the  public  to  be  the 
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wife  of  such  other  man.  Therefore, 
reputation  will  no  longer  be  a  require¬ 
ment  for  application  of  the  bar  to  bene¬ 
fits  and  the  existence  of  an  impediment 
to  marriage  will  be  immaterial,  except  as 
to  gratuitous  National  Service  kfe  in¬ 
surance  benefits  and  cases  involving  an 
inference  of  marriage  of  the  child  of  a 
veteran.  This  law  effects  no  change  in 
the  present  administrative  rule  and  prac¬ 
tice  pertaining  to  these  excepted  cases. 

(c)  Adjudication  and  vocational  re¬ 
habilitation  and  education  procedures. 
The  restrictive  provisions  of  section  1 
are  for  prospective  application  and  have 
no  retroactive  effect.  They  will  apply 
only  in  cases  where  the  veteran’s  widow 
has  lived  with  another  man  since  the 
date  of  enactment  of  this  law  and  to 
benefits  other  than  gratuitous  National 
Service  life  insurance.  A  relationship 
which  is  secretive,  or  which  consists  of 
occasional  short  interludes  (such  as 
overnight,  over  a  weekend,  or  for  a  week) 
or  which  is  otherwise  ostensibly  illicit  in 
nature  will  not  be  a  bar  to  benefits.  The 
parenthetical  statement  “(in  cases  not 
involving  remarriage)  ”  does  not  require 
a  definite  determination  of  lack  of  mar¬ 
riage  before  invoking  the  bar  to  benefits. 

(d)  Effective  date.  Section  1  of  Public 
Law  87-674  is  effective  from  date  of  en¬ 
actment,  September  19,  1962.  The  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  discontinuance  of  benefits 
based  on  the  new  statutory  standard  in 
this  law  will  be  the  day  preceding  date 
of  commencement  of  the  relationship 
but  not  prior  to  September  19, 1962.  The 
effective  date  of  discontinuance  of  bene¬ 
fits  based  on  the  administrative  “infer¬ 
ence  of  remarriage”  rule  will  be  the  day 
preceding  date  of  commencement  of  the 
relationship  or  date  of  last  payment, 
whichever  is  later  but  in  no  event  later 
than  September  19,  1962.  Where  addi¬ 
tional  benefits  are  payable  to  a  widow  for 
periods  prior  to  inception  of  the  rela¬ 
tionship,  any  amounts  paid  for  periods 
after  that  date  will  be  recouped  from  such 
additional  payment.  (Instruction  1,  38 
U.S.C.  101,  Public  Law  87-674.) 

(72  Stat.  1114;  38  U.S.C.  210) 

This  regulation  is  effective  September 
19, 1962. 

[seal]  W.  J.  Driver, 

Deputy  Administrator. 

[P.R.  Doc.  62-10104;  Piled,  Oct.  9,  1962; 

8:50  a.m.] 


PART  3 — ADJUDICATION 

Subpart  A — Pension,  Compensation, 
and  Dependency  and  Indemnity 
Compensation 

Restoration  of  Benefits  for  Widows 
and  Children  Upon  Annulment  of 
Their  Remarriage  or  Marriage 

In  Part  3,  §  3.1575  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  3.1575  Restoration  of  benefits  for 
widows  and  children  upon  annulment 
of  their  remarriage  or  marriage. 

(a)  Provisions  of  the  law.  (1)  Section 
2  of  the  law  amends  38  U.S.C.  103  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  subsections 
(d)  and  (e)  as  follows: 


(d)  The  remarriage  of  the  widow  of  a 
veteran  shall  not  bar  the  furnishing  of  bene¬ 
fits  to  her  as  the  widow  of  the  veteran  If 
the  remarriage  Is  void,  or  has  been  annulled 
by  a  court  with  basic  authority  to  render 
annulment  decrees  unless  the  Veterans’  Ad¬ 
ministration  determines  that  the  annulment 
was  secured  through  fraud  by  either  party 
or  collusion. 

(e)  The  marriage  of  a  child  of  a  veteran 
shall  not  bar  recognition  of  such  child  as  the 
child  of  the  veteran  for  benefit  purposes  if 
the  marriage  is  void,  or  has  been  annulled  by 
a  court  with  basic  authority  to  render  an¬ 
nulment  decrees  unless  the  Veterans'  Ad¬ 
ministration  determines  that  the  annulment 
was  secured  through  fraud  by  either  party  or 
collusion. 

(2)  Section  3  of  the  law  amends  38 
U.S.C.  3010  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof 
subsection  (f)  as  follows: 

(f)  The  effective  date  of  the  award  of 
benefits  to  a  widow  or  of  an  award  or  in¬ 
crease  of  benefits  based  on  recognition  of  a 
child,  upon  annulment  of  a  marriage  shall  be 
the  date  the  Judicial  decree  of  annulment 
becomes  final  If  a  claim  therefor  Is  filed 
within  one  year  from  the  date  the  judicial 
decree  of  annulment  becomes  final;  In  all 
other  cases  the  effective  date  shall  be  the 
date  the  claim  Is  filed. 

(b)  Effect  of  sections  2  and  3  of  the 
act.  (1)  Section  2  of  the  act  retains  the 
provision,  formerly  in  38  U.S.C.  101(3), 
that  remarriage  of  the  widow  of  a  vet¬ 
eran  shall  not  bar  payment  of  bene¬ 
fits  to  her  as  the  widow  of  the  vet¬ 
eran  if  the  purported  remarriage  is  void. 
In  addition,  it  provides  for  restoration  of 
benefits  to  the  widow  of  a  veteran  if  her 
remarriage  has  been  annulled  by  a  court 
with  basic  authority  to  render  annul¬ 
ment  decrees  without  regard  as  to  wheth¬ 
er  the  remarriage  was  void  or  only  void¬ 
able.  It  also  provides  that  the  marriage 
of  a  veteran’s  child  shall  not  bar  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  benefits  to  or  for  such  child  if  the 
child’s  marriage  is  void,  or  has  been  an¬ 
nulled  by  a  court  with  basic  authority  to 
render  annulment  decrees.  The  only  ex¬ 
ception  to  these  provisions  is  where  the 
Veterans  Administration  determines  that 
the  annulment  was  obtained  through 
fraud  by  either  party  or  by  collusion. 

(2)  A  claim  for  benefits  is  required  un¬ 
der  section  3  of  the  act.  This  section  also 
establishes  effective  dates  for  benefits 
awarded  solely  by  reason  of  the  liberaliz¬ 
ing  provisions  of  the  second  section  of 
the  law. 

(c)  Claims.  A  claim  (formal  or  in¬ 
formal)  for  benefits  under  this  law  will 
be  required.  Pending  claims  for  benefits 
or  restoration  of  benefits  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  claims  under  this  law  and  no  fur¬ 
ther  claim  will  be  required.  Pending 
claims  will  include: 

(1)  A  claim  not  previously  adjudi¬ 
cated. 

(2)  A  previously  disallowed  claim 
pending  appellate  consideration. 

(3)  A  previously  disallowed  claim  re¬ 
opened  by  receipt  of  any  claim,  evidence 
or  inquiry  on  which  action  was  pending 
on  September  19,  1962. 

(4)  A  previously  disallowed  claim  re¬ 
opened  by  tjie  receipt  of  any  claim,  evi¬ 
dence  or  inquiry  after  September  19, 
1962,  but  within  the  appeal  period. 

(d)  Effective  date.  This  act  is  effec¬ 
tive  from  date  of  enactment,  September 
19,  1962.  No  benefit  based  solely  on  its 


liberalizing  provisions  may  be  effective 
prior  to  September  19,  1962. 

(1)  Annulment  granted.  Under  this 
law  where  a  judicial  decree  of  annulment 
has  been  granted  the  effective  date  of  an 
award  of  benefits  to  a  widow  or  of  an 
award  or  increase  of  benefits  based  on 
recognition  of  a  child  will  be  the  date  the 
judicial  decree  of  annulment  becomes 
final  if  claim  therefor  is  filed  within  1 
year  from  such  date,  but  such  effective 
date  shall  not  be  prior  to  September  19, 
1962;  in  all  other  cases  the  effective  date 
of  benefits  under  this  law  shall  be  the 
date  the  claim  is  filed. 

(2)  Void  marriage  or  remarriage;  no 
annulment  decree  granted.  Where  an 
annulment  decree  has  not  been  obtained 
but  the  Veterans  Administration  deter¬ 
mines  in  a  legal  opinion  that  the  mar¬ 
riage  of  a  child  or  remarriage  of  a  widow 
is  void  the  effective  date  of  an  award  or 
increased  award  will  be  the  date  the 
child  or  widow  ceased  to  cohabit  with 
the  other  party  to  the  void  marriage  or 
the  date  the  Veterans  Administration 
receives  the  evidence  showing  that  the 
marriage  was  void,  whichever  is  later. 
(See  §  3.402(c).)  (Instruction  2,  38  U.S.C. 
103  and  3010,  Public  Law  87-674) 

(72  Stat.  1114;  38  U.S.C.  210) 

This  regulation  is  effective  Septem¬ 
ber  19,  1962. 

[seal]  W.  J.  Driver, 

Deputy  Administrator. 

[FJt.  Doc.  62-10103;  Filed,  Oct.  9,  1962; 
8:50  a.m.] 

Title  43— PUBLIC  LANDS: 
INTERIOR 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Land 
Management 

APPENDIX — PUBLIC  LAND  ORDERS 

[Public  Land  Order  2780] 

[Colorado  079625] 

COLORADO 

Order  Opening  Reclamation  Lands  to 

Location,  Entry,  and  Patent  Under 

General  Mining  Laws 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  contained 
in  the  act  of  April  23, 1932  (47  Stat.  136; 
43  U.S.C.  154) ,  it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

1.  Subject  to  valid  existing  rights  the 
following  described  lands  shall  at  10  a.m. 
on  November  9,  1962  be  open  to  location, 
entry  and  patent  under  the  United 
States  mining  laws: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian 

T.  50  N.,  R.  8  W.. 

Secs.  6,  7,  and  18. 

T.  51  N.,  R.  8  W., 

Sec.  18; 

Sec.  19,  lots  1.  2.  4,  NEV4.  Ei/aNWft.  SE>/4 
SWy4,  and  SW^SEft; 

Sec.  20.  NEftNEft,  NWtf.  S&SWVi.  and 
SEV4SEV4; 

Sec.  21,  N%N&,  NE^SEVi.  and  SyaS%; 

Sec.  22,  Ny2NWVi,  and  S&S&; 

Secs.  29  and  30. 

T.  50  N..  R.  9  W., 

Se?  122’  N’5?dNy2’sWi4,  SW&SWVi,  and 
SE^. 
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T.  51  N.,  R.  9  W.. 

Sec.  10.  lots  1, 2  to  4.  incl.; 

Sec.  11.  lots  1, 2  to  4.  Incl.; 

Sec.  12.  lot  4; 

Sec.  13,  and  sy2SW^; 

Secs.  14,  15,  and  22; 

Sec.  23.  N%,  SW%,  and  NW^SEVi; 

Sec.  24,  SE»4NEV4,  SE^SWft,  NW^SEVi. 

and  S%SB<4; 

S6C.  25* 

Sec'.  26,’  NWV4NWV4,  S%N%,  and  S%; 

Secs.  27, 34,  35,  and  36. 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian 

T.  15  S.,  R.  93  W., 

Sec.  6,  lots  8  to  10,  incl.; 

Sec.  7,  lots  6  to  18,  Incl.; 

Sec.  18,  lots  1  to  6,  incl.,  E%,  and  E^WVfc; 
Sec.  19.  lots  1  to  4.  incl.,  NE%,  E&W^,  and 
swy4SEV4; 

Sec.  20.  SftNE}4.  NE%SW%.  SyaSW^,  and 
SE>4; 

Sec.  21,  NW14NEJ4,  sy2NE^,  NW^4.  and 

s%; 

Sec.  22.  SW^NEft,  NW'/4NWy4,  Sy2NW^4, 
and  SVfe; 

Sec.  30,  lots  1  to  4,  incl.,  E y2>  and  E^Wy4; 
Sec.  31,  lots  1  to  6,  incl.,  NE>4,  Ey2NWy4, 
and  SE^SW^. 

T.  15  S.,  R.  94  W., 

Sec.  1,  lots  22,  23.  24,  28, 29,  and  33; 

Sec.  12,  lots  4, 11. 17,  and  18; 

Sec.  13.  lots  1,  2,  NE&,  SW^SW^,  and 
wy2SEy4; 

Sec.  23.  NEVi  and  S%; 

Secs.  24,  25,  26,  35,  and  36. 

The  areas  described  total  in  the  aggre¬ 
gate  approximately  23,991  acres. 

2.  The  opening  made  by  this  order 
shall  be  subject  to  the  stipulation  quoted 
below,  and  which  is  made  a  part  of  this 
order,  to  be  executed  and  acknowledged 
in  favor  of  the  United  States  by  the 
locators,  for  themselves,  their  heirs, 
successors,  and  assigns,  and  recorded  in 
the  county  records,  and  in  the  United 
States  Land  Office  at  Denver,  Colorado, 
before  any  rights  attach  by  virtue  of  this 
order; 

This  location  is  made  subject  to  the 
provisions  that  if  and  when  the  land  is 
actually  required  for  reclamation  pur¬ 
poses,  it  may  be  utilized  by  the  United 
States  without  payment,  and  any  struc¬ 
tures  or  improvements  placed  on  the  land 
which  may  interfere  with  contemplated 
reclamation  works  will  be  removed  or  re¬ 
located  without  expense  to  the  United 
States,  its  successors  or  assigns. 

John  A.  Carver,  Jr., 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

October  4,  1962. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10064;  Piled,  Oct.  9,  1962; 
8:46  am.] 


[Public  Land  Order  2781  ] 

[Idaho  012679] 

IDAHO 

Restoration  From  Power  Withdrawals, 
Subject  to  Section  24,  Federal  Power 
Act 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  contained 
in  Section  24  of  the  Federal  Power  Act 
of  June  10, 1920  (41  Stat.  1075;  16  U.S.C. 
818),  as  amended,  and  pursuant  to  the 
determinations  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission  Docketed  as  DA-12,  and 
DA-558,  559,  Idaho,  it  is  ordered  as 
follows: 


1.  The  following-described  lands  with¬ 
drawn  for  power  purposes  are  hereby  re¬ 
stored  to  operation  of  the  public  land 
laws,  subject  to  valid  existing  rights  and 
equitable  claims,  the  requirements  of  ap¬ 
plicable  law,  rules  and  regulations,  and 
the  provisions  of  any  existing  with¬ 
drawals: 

Boise  Meridian 

T  7  N  R  2  E 

Sec.  28.  Swi4NEy4  and  NWy4SW'/4; 

Sec.  33, lot  2. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  100.35 
acres. 

2.  Until  10  a.m.  on  April  5,  1963,  the 
State  of  Idaho  shall  have  (1)  a  pre¬ 
ferred  right  of  application  to  select  the 
lands  as  provided  by  subsection  (c)  of 
section  2  of  the  Act  of  August  27,  1958 
(72  Stat.  928;  43  U.S.C.  851,  852),  and 
(2)  a  preferred  right  to  apply  for  the 
reservation  to  it  or  to  any  of  its  political 
subdivisions,  under  any  statute  or  regu¬ 
lation  applicable  thereto,  of  any  of  the 
lands  required  for  a  right-of-way  for  a 
public  highway  or  as  a  source  of  mate¬ 
rials  for  the  construction  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  such  highways,  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  section  24  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  supra. 

3.  Any  disposition  of  the  lands  de¬ 
scribed  in  this  order  shall  be  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  section  24  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act,  supra. 

Inquiries  concerning  the  lands  shall 
be  addressed  to  the  Manager,  Land  Of¬ 
fice,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Boise, 
Idaho. 

John  A.  Carver,  Jr., 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

October  4, 1962. 

[P.R.  Doc.  62-10065;  Filed,  Oct.  9,  1962; 
8:46  a.m.] 


Title  46— SHIPPING 

Chapter  II — Maritime  Administration, 
Department  of  Commerce 

SUBCHAPTER  C— REGULATIONS  AFFECTING  SUB¬ 
SIDIZED  VESSELS  AND  OPERATORS 

[General  Order  93] 

PART  253 — REQUIREMENTS  FOR 
MAINTAINING  BOOM  LIFTING  CA¬ 
PACITIES  AND  OTHER  FEATURES 

A  new  part  is  hereby  added  to  this 
subchapter  reading  as  follows: 

Sec. 

253.1  Purpose. 

253.2  Changes  not  to  be  made  without 

Maritime  Subsidy  Board  approval. 

253.3  Responsibility  of  operator. 

253.4  Requests  for  exceptions. 

Authority:  §§  253.1  to  253.4  issued  under 
sec.  204  (49  Stat.  1987,  as  amended;  46  U.S.C. 
1114). 

§  253.1  Purpose. 

The  purpose  of  this  part  is  to  insure 
preservation  of  all  basic  design  charac¬ 
teristics  and  features  approved  by  the 
Maritime  Subsidy  Board  and  the  Navy 
for  ships  built  with  construction-differ¬ 
ential  subsidy. 


§  253.2  Changes  not  to  be  made  without 
Maritime  Subsidy  Board  approval. 

The  owner  of  a  ship  built  under  a  con¬ 
struction-differential  subsidy  agreement 
shall  not,  without  first  receiving  written 
approval  by  the  Maritime  Subsidy  Board, 
make  or  permit  to  be  made,  any  sub¬ 
stantial  change  in  the  structure,  type  or 
speed  of  the  vessel  or  a  change  in  any  of 
her  riggings,  or  remove  any  item  of  mate¬ 
rial  or  equipment  from  the  vessel  which 
would  effect  a  major  change  in  any  of 
the  listed  vessel  features,  whether  classed 
as  a  commercial  feature  or  as  a  national 
defense  feature. 

§  253.3  Responsibility  of  operator. 

(a)  Each  operator,  in  conection  with 
cargo  gear,  is  responsible  for  maintain¬ 
ing  the  originally  approved  boom  lift 
capacities  on  all  vessels  constructed  or 
reconstructed  under  contracts  entered 
into  pursuant  to  Title  V  of  the  Mer¬ 
chant  Marine  Act,  1936,  as  amended,  on 
and  after  October  7,  1955. 

(b)  A  vessel  having  lift  capability  with 
ordinary  booms  of  ten  tons  or  over  at 
several  hatches  and  sixty  tons  or  over  at 
a  heavy  lift  location,  all  installed  as  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Maritime  Subsidy  Board, 
will  be  in  compliance  with  this  part  re¬ 
gardless  of  whether  the  rated  capacity 
rigging  is  actually  retained  in  working 
position,  provided  such  rigging  for  at 
least  three  sets  of  ten  tons  or  over  booms 
(six  booms)  and  the  heavy  lift  is  prop¬ 
erly  maintained  aboard  and  can  be  re¬ 
stored  to  working  position  by  the  ship’s 
crew  on  short  notice. 

(c)  Any  rigging  removed  from  the 
ship  as  permitted  by  paragraph  (b)  of 
this  section  shall  be  accounted  for  by 
the  owner  to  the  Administration  and 
shall  be  properly  maintained  ashore,  so 
that  it  can  be  restored  to  working  posi¬ 
tion  upon  request  by  the  Board. 

§  253.4  Requests  for  exceptions. 

Requests  by  operators  for  exceptions 
to  any  of  the  above  requirements  shall 
be  addressed  to  the  appropriate  Coast 
Director  who  will  forward  them  to  the 
Maritime  Subsidy  Board  with  his 
recommendations. 

Dated:  September  25,  1962. 

By  order  of  the  Maritime  Subsidy 
Board. 

James  S.  Dawson,  Jr., 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10050;  Filed,  Oct.  9,  1962; 
8:45  am.] 

Title  47— TELECOMMUNICATION 

Chapter  I — Federal  Communications 
Commission 

[FCC  62-1028] 

PART  1— PRACTICE  AND  PROCEDURE 

Local  Notice  of  Filing  and  of  Designa¬ 
tion  for  Hearing  of  Broadcast 
Applications 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  3d  day  of  Octo¬ 
ber  1962; 
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The  Commission  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  the  provisions  of  §§  1.359  and 
1.362  of  its  rules  relating  to  the  giving  of 
local  xiotice  of  the  filing  of  broadcast  ap¬ 
plications  or  of  the  designation  for  hear¬ 
ing  of  such  applications; 

It  appearing  that  editorial  changes 
need  to  be  made  for  the  purpose  of 
clarifying  certain  portions  of  said  sec¬ 
tions  and  for  the  purpose  of  making  the 
sections  internally  consistent  and  con¬ 
sistent  with  each  other;  and 
It  further  appearing  that  changes 
need  to  be  made  in  said  sections  for  the 
purpose  of  reflecting  the  fact  that  some 
broadcast  stations  do  not  operate  at 
hours  of  the  day  during  which  the  said 
sections  require  that  notice  be  broadcast 
over  such  stations;  and 
It  further  appearing  that  some  broad¬ 
cast  stations  do  not  operate  during  times 
of  the  year  when  it  is  required  that  notice 
be  broadcast  over  such  stations  and  that 
changes  should  be  made  in  said  sections 
in  view  of  this  fact;  and 
It  further  appearing  that  the  length 
of  time  in  which  to  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  statements  containing  informa¬ 
tion  about  local  notice  should  be  ex¬ 
tended  from  5  days  to  7  days  in  order  to 
allow  more  time  for  the  filing  of  such 
statements;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  in  certain 
cases,  said  sections  permit  the  local 
notice  requirement  to  be  satisfied  by 
broadcasting  notice  over  that  station  if 
it  is  the  only  operating  station  in  its 
broadcast  service  which  is  located  in  the 
community  involved;  and 
It  further  appearing  that  it  is  in  the 
public  interest  to  permit  operating  non¬ 
commercial  educational  stations,  in  cer¬ 
tain  cases,  to  satisfy  the  local  notice  re¬ 
quirement  by  broadcasting  the  notice 
over  such  stations  and  that  publication 
in  newspapers  is  an  unwarranted  ex¬ 
pense  in  such  cases,  this  situation  being 
similar  to  that  in  which  a  station  is  the 
only  station  of  its  broadcast  service 
within  a  community;  and 
It  further  appearing  that  these  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  rules  are  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest,  are  procedural  in  nature,  and  that 
compliance  with  the  notice  and  effective 
date  provisions  of  section  4  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Procedure  Act  is  not  re¬ 
quired;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  authority  for 
the  promulgation  of  these  amendments 
to  the  rules  is  contained  in  sections  4(i) , 
303  (r)  and  311  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as -amended. 

It  is  ordered.  That,  effective  October 
15,  19$2,  §§  1.359  and  r.362  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  rules  and  regulations  are 
amended  as  set  forth  below. 

(Sec.  4,  48  Stat.  1066,  as  amended;  47  U.S.C. 
154.  Interprets  or  applies  secs.  303,  311,  48 
Stat.  1082,  74  Stat.  889;  47  U.S.C.  303,  311) 

Released:  October  5,  1962. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

1.  Section  1.359  is  amended  as  follows; 
a.  Paragraph  (b)  is  amended  by 
changing  the  word  “provision”  to  read 
“provisions”  and  the  phrase  “public  no¬ 
tice  of  the  acceptance  of  or  filing  of  such 


application  or  amendment”  to  read  “pub¬ 
lic  notice  of  the  acceptance  for  filing  of 
such  application  or  amendment.” 

b.  Paragraph  (c)  is  amended  by 
changing  the  phrase  “Except  as  pro¬ 
vided”  to  read  “Except  as  otherwise 
provided”,  and  by  deleting  reference  to 
§  1.357  in  four  places. 

c.  Paragraph  (d)  is  amended  by  de¬ 
leting  reference  to  §  1.357,  by  adding 
parenthetical  material,  and  by  in¬ 
serting  additional  information  concern¬ 
ing  broadcasting  of  notice. 

d.  Paragraph  (e)  is  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  a  proviso  and  by  adding  material 
relating  to  educational  stations. 

e.  Paragraph  (f)  is  amended  by  chang¬ 
ing  the  introductory  text. 

f.  Paragraph  (h)  is  amended  by 
changing  the  phrase  “5  days”  to  read  “7 
days”  in  two  places  and  by  indicating 
that  statements  about  broadcast  notices 
must  contain  the  text  of  the  notice. 

The  amended  text  reads: 

§  1.359  Pre-grant  procedures. 

***** 

(b)  No  application  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  section  (whether  as  orig¬ 
inally  filed  or  as  amended)  will  be  acted 
upon  by  the  Commission  less  than  30 
days  following  issuance  of  public  notice 
of  the  acceptance  for  filing  of  such  ap¬ 
plication  or  amendment:  Provided,  how¬ 
ever,  That  the  Commission,  notwith¬ 
standing  the  requirements  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  may,  if  the  grant  of  such  applica¬ 
tion  is  otherwise  authorized  by  law  and 
if  it  finds  that  there  are  extraordinary 
circumstances  requiring  emergency  op¬ 
erations  in  the  public  interest  and  that 
delay  in  the  institution  of  such  emer¬ 
gency  operations  would  seriously  preju¬ 
dice  the  public  interest,  grant  a  tempo¬ 
rary  authorization  accompanied  by  a 
statement  of  its  reasons  therefor,  to  per¬ 
mit  such  emergency  operations  for  a 
period  not  exceeding  90  days,  and  upon 
making  like  findings  may  extend  such 
temporary  authorization  for  one  addi¬ 
tional  period  not  to  exceed  90  days. 

(c)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in 
paragraph  (e)  of  this  section,  an  appli¬ 
cant  filing  any  application  or  an  amend¬ 
ment  thereto  which  is  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  this  section  (except  for  ap¬ 
plications  for  stations  in  the  interna¬ 
tional  broadcast  service  and  for  televi¬ 
sion  translator  stations)  shall  cause  to 
be  published  a  notice  of  such  filing  as 
follows:  Notice  shall  be  published  at 
least  twice  a  week  for  the  2  weeks  imme¬ 
diately  following  the  tendering  for  filing 
of  such  application  or  amendment,  or 
at  least  twice  a  week  for  the  2  weeks 
immediately  following  notification  by 
the  Commission  pursuant  to  §  1.354, 
1.355,  1.356,  or  1.358,  in  a  daily  news¬ 
paper  of  general  circulation  published 
in  the  community  in  which  the  station 
is  located  or  proposed  to  be  located:  Pro¬ 
vided,  however.  That  if  there  is  no  such 
daily  newspaper  published  in  the  com¬ 
munity,  the  notice  shall  be  published  as 
follows:  * 

(1)  If  one  or  more  weekly  newspapers 
of  general  circulation  are  published  in 
the  community  in  which  the  station  is 
located  or  proposed  to  be  located,  notice 
shall  be  published  in  such  a  weekly  news¬ 


paper  once  a  week  for  the  3  weeks  imme¬ 
diately  following  the  tendering  for  filing 
of  such  application  or  amendment,  or 
once  a  week  for  the  3  weeks  immediately 
following  notification  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  pursuant  to  §  1.354,  1.355,  1.356,  or 
1.358. 

(2)  If  no  weekly  newspaper  of  gen¬ 
eral  circulation  is  published  in  the  com¬ 
munity  in  which  the  station  is  located 
or  proposed  to  be  located,  notice  shall 
be  published  at  least  twice  a  week  for 
the  2  weeks  immediately  following  the 
tendering  for  filing  of  such  application 
or  amendment,  or  at  least  twice  a  week 
for  the  2  weeks  immediately  following 
notification  by  the  Commission  pursuant 
to  §  1.354,  1.355,  1.356,  or  1.358,  in  the 
daily  newspaper  having  the  greatest  gen¬ 
eral  circulation  in  the  community  in 
which  the  station  is  located  or  proposed 
to  be  located  : 

And  provided  further.  That  in  the  case 
of  an  application  for  a  permit  pursuant 
to  section  325(b)  of  the  Communications 
Act,  the  notice  shall  be  published  at 
least  twice  a  week  for  the  2  weeks  imme¬ 
diately  following  the  tendering  for  filing 
of  such  application,  or  at  least  twice  a 
week  for  the  2  weeks  immediately  fol¬ 
lowing  notification  by  the  Commission 
pursuant  to  §  1.354,  1.355,  1.356,  or  1.358, 
in  a  daily  newspaper  of  general  circula¬ 
tion  in  the  largest  city  in  the  principal 
area  to  be  served  in  the  United  States 
by  the  foreign  radio  broadcast  station. 

(d)  If  the  application  seeks  modifica¬ 
tion,  assignment,  transfer  or  renewal  of 
an  operating  broadcast  station  (except 
for  applications  for  stations  in  the  in¬ 
ternational  broadcast  service  and  for 
television  translator  stations),  the  ap¬ 
plicant  shall,  in  addition  to  publishing 
a  notice  of  such  filing  as  provided  in 
paragraph  (c)  of  this  section,  cause  the 
same  notice  to  be  broadcast  over  that 
station  at  least  once  daily  on  4  days  in 
the  week  immediately  following  the  ten¬ 
dering  for  filing  of  such  application,  or 
in  the  week  immediately  following  noti¬ 
fication  by  the  Commission  pursuant  to 
§  1.354, 1.355, 1.356,  or  1.358.  In  the  case 
of  television  broadcast  stations  and  non¬ 
commercial  educational  television  broad¬ 
cast  stations,  such  notice  shall  be  broad¬ 
cast  orally  with  camera  focused  on  the 
announcer.  The  notice  required  by  this 
paragraph  shall  be  broadcast  during  the 
following  periods: 

(1)  For  television  broadcast  stations, 
between  7:00  p.m.  and  10:00  p.m. 

(2)  For  standard  and  FM  broadcast 
stations,  between  7:00  a.m.  and  10:00 
a.m.,  but  if  such  stations  do  not  operate 
during  those  hours,  then  between  6:00 
p.m.  and  9:00  p.m. 

(3)  For  noncommercial  educational 
television  broadcast  stations,  between 
7:00  p.m.  and  10:00  p.m.,  but  if  the  pe¬ 
riod  of  broadcast  of  notice  falls  within 
a  portion  of  the  year  during  which  such 
stations  do  not  broadcast,  then  such  sta¬ 
tions  need  not  comply  with  the  provisions 
of  this  paragraph. 

(4)  For  noncommercial  educational 
FM  broadcast  stations  and  standard 
broadcast  stations  operating  as  educa¬ 
tional  stations,  between  3:00  p.m.  and 
10:00  p.m.,  but  if  the  period  of  broad¬ 
cast  of  notice  falls  within  a  portion  of 
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the  year  during  which  such  stations  do 
not  broadcast,  then  such  stations  need 
not  comply  with  the  provisions  of  this 
paragraph. 

(e)  If  the  station  in  question  is  the 
only  operating  station  in  its  broadcast 
service  which  is  located  in  the  community 
involved,  or  if  it  is  a  noncommercial  ed¬ 
ucational  station  (FM  or  television)  or 
a  standard  broadcast  station  operating 
as  a  noncommercial  educational  station, 
publication  of  the  notice  in  a  newspaper, 
as  provided  in  paragraph  (c)  of  this 
section,  is  not  required,  and  publication 
by  broadcast  over  that  station  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  paragraph  (d) ,  shall  be  deemed 
sufficient  to  meet  the  requirements  of 
paragraphs  (c)  and  (d)  of  this  section: 
Provided,  however.  That  noncommercial 
educational  FM  broadcast  stations,  non¬ 
commercial  educational  television  broad¬ 
cast  stations,  and  standard  broadcast 
stations  operating  as  noncommercial 
educational  stations  which  do  not  broad¬ 
cast  during  the  portion  of  the  year  in 
which  the  period  of  broadcast  of  notice 
falls  must  comply  with  the  provisions  of 
paragraph  (c)  of  this  section. 

(f )  The  notice  required  by  paragraphs 
(c)  and  (d)  of  this  section  shall  contain 
the  information  indicated  in  subpara¬ 
graphs  (1)  through  (4)  of  this  para¬ 
graph,  and,  if  the  notice  concerns  appli¬ 
cations  and  amendments  referred  to  in 
subparagraphs  (5)  through  (9)  of  this 
paragraph,  shall  also  contain  the  infor¬ 
mation  called  for  in  those  subpara¬ 
graphs: 

*  '  *  *  *  * 

(h)  Within  7  days  of  the  last  day  of 
publication  or  broadcast  of  the  notice 
required  by  paragraphs  (c),  (d),  or  (g) 
of  this  section,  the  applicant  shall  file 
a  statement  in  triplicate  with  the  Com¬ 
mission,  setting  forth  the  dates  on  which 
the  notice  was  published,  the  newspaper 
in  which  the  notice  was  published,  the 
text  of  the  notice,  and/or,  where  appli¬ 
cable,  the  dates  and  times  that  the  notice 
was  broadcast  and  the  text  thereof. 
When  public  notice  is  given  by  other 
means.,  as  provided  in  paragraph  (g)  of 
this  section,  the  applicant  shall  file, 
within  7  days  of  the  giving  of  such  no¬ 
tice,  the  text  of  the  notice,  the  means 
by  which  it  was  accomplished,  and  the 
date  thereof. 

2.  Section  1.362  is  amended  as  follows: 

a.  The  introductory  text  of  paragraph 
(b)  is  amended  by  changing  the  phrase 
‘‘Except  as  provided”  to  read  “Except  as 
otherwise  provided”  and  by  adding  par¬ 
enthetical  material. 

b.  Paragraph  (c)  is  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  parenthetical  material  and  by  in¬ 
serting  additional  information  concern¬ 
ing  broadcasting  of  notice. 

c.  Paragraph  (d)  is  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  a  proviso,  by  adding  material  relating 
to  educational  stations  and  by  changing 
the  initial  word  from  “Where”  to  “If”. 

d.  Present  paragraph  (g)  is  redesig¬ 
nated  paragraph  (h)  and  is  amended  by 
changing  the  phrase  “5  days”  to  read  “7 
days”  and  by  indicating  that  statements 
about  broadcast  notices  must  contain  the 
text  of  the  notice,  and  by  adding  a 
sentence  which  deals  with  filing  of  state¬ 
ments  concerning  television  broadcast 
translator  stations. 


e.  A  new  paragraph  (g)  is  added. 

f.  Present  paragraphs  (h)  and  (i)  are 
redesignated  paragraphs  (i)  and  (j) 
respectively. 

The  amended  text  reads: 

§  1.362  Designation  for  hearing;  local 

notice;  conditional  grant. 

***** 

(b)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in 
paragraph  (d)  of  this  section,  when  an 
application  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
§  1.359  (except  for  applications  for  sta¬ 
tions  in  the  international  broadcast  serv¬ 
ice  and  for  television  translator  stations) 
is  designated  for  hearing,  the  applicant 
shall  cause  to  be  published  a  notice  of 
such  designation  as  follows :  Notice  shall 
be  published  at  least  twice  a  week  for 
the  2  weeks  immediately  following  re¬ 
lease  of  the  Commission’s  order  specify¬ 
ing  the  time  and  place  of  the  commence¬ 
ment  of  the  hearing  in  a  daily  newspaper 
of  general  circulation  published  in  the 
community  in  which  the  station  is  lo¬ 
cated  or  proposed  to  be  located:  Pro¬ 
vided,  however,  That  if  there  is  no  such 
daily  newspaper  published  in  the  com¬ 
munity,  the  notice  shall  be  published  as 
follows: 

*  *  *  *  * 

(c)  When  an  application  which  is  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  provisions  of  §  1.359  and 
which  seeks  modification,  assignment, 
transfer,  or  renewal  of  an  operating 
broadcast  station  is  designated  for  hear¬ 
ing  (except  for  applications  for  stations 
in  the  international  broadcast  service 
and  for  television  translator  stations), 
the  applicant  shall,  in  addition  to  pub¬ 
lishing  a  notice  of  such  designation  as 
provided  in  paragraph  (b)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  cause  the  same  notice  to  be  broad¬ 
cast  over  that  station  at  least  once  daily 
on  4  days  in  the  week  immediately  fol¬ 
lowing  the  release  of  the  Commission’s 
order  specifying  the  time  and  place  of 
the  commencement  of  the  hearing.  In 
the  case  of  television  broadcast  stations 
and  noncommercial  educational  televi¬ 
sion  broadcast  stations,  such  notice  shall 
be  broadcast  orally  with  camera  focused 
on  the  announcer.  The  notice  required 
by  this  paragraph  shall  be  broadcast 
during  the  following  periods: 

(1)  For  television  broadcast  stations, 
between  7:00  p.m.  and  10:00  pm. 

(2)  For  standard  and  FM  broadcast 
stations,  between  7:00  a.m.  and  10:00 
a.m.,  but  if  such  stations  do  not  operate 
during  those  hours,  then  between  6:00 
pm.  and  9:00  p.m. 

(3)  For  noncommercial  educational 
television  broadcast  stations,  between 
7:00  p.m.  and  10:00  p.m.,  but  if  the 
period  of  broadcast  of  notice  falls  within 
a  portion  of  the  year  during  which  such 
stations  do  not  broadcast,  then  such  sta¬ 
tions  need  not  comply  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  paragraph. 

(4)  For  noncommercial  educational 
FM  broadcast  stations  and  standard 
broadcast  stations  operating  as  educa¬ 
tional  stations,  between  3:00  p.m.  and 
10:00  p.m.,  but  if  the  period  of  broadcast 
of  notice  falls  within  a  portion  of  the 
year  during  which  such  stations  do  not 
broadcast,  then  such  stations  need  not 
comply  with  the  provisions  of  this 
paragraph. 


(d)  If  the  station  in  question  is  the 
only  operating  station  in  its  broadcast 
service  which  is  located  in  the  commun¬ 
ity  involved,  or  if  it  is  a  noncommercial 
educational  station  (FM  or  television) 
or  a  standard  broadcast  station  operat¬ 
ing  as  a  noncommercial  educational 
station,  publication  of  the  notice  in  a 
newspaper,  as  provided  in  paragraph  (b) 
of  this  section,  is  not  required,  and  pub¬ 
lication  by  broadcast  over  that  station 
as  provided  in  paragraph  (c)  shall  be 
deemed  sufficient  to  meet  the  require¬ 
ments  of  paragraphs  (b)  and  (c)  of  this 
section:  Provided,  however.  That  non¬ 
commercial  educational  FM  broadcast 
stations,  noncommercial  educational 
television  broadcast  stations,  and  stand¬ 
ard  broadcast  stations  operating  as  non¬ 
commercial  educational  stations  which 
do  not  broadcast  during  the  portion  of 
the  year  in  which  the  period  of  broadcast 
of  notice  falls  must  comply  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  paragraph  (b)  of  this  section. 

•  •  •  *  • 

(g)  When  an  application  for  a  tele¬ 
vision  broadcast  translator  station  which 
is  subject  to  the  provisions  of  S  1.359  is 
designated  for  hearing,  the  applicant 
shall  cause  to  be  published  a  notice  of 
such  designation  as  follows:  Notice  shall 
be  published  at  least  once  during  the 
2-week  period  immediately  following 
release  of  the  Commission’s  order  speci¬ 
fying  the  time  and  place  of  the  com¬ 
mencement  of  the  hearing  in  a  daily, 
weekly  or  biweekly  publication  having 
general  circulation  in  the  community 
or  area  to  be  served:  Provided,  however. 
That,  if  there  is  no  publication  of  general 
circulation  in  the  community  or  area  to 
be  served,  the  applicant  shall  determine 
an  appropriate  means  of  providing  the 
required  notice  to  the  general  public, 
such  as  posting  in  the  local  post  office 
or  other  public  place.  The  notice  shall 
state: 

(1)  The  name  of  the  applicant  or  ap¬ 
plicants  designated  for  hearing. 

(2)  The  call  letters,  if  any,  of  the  sta¬ 
tion  or  stations  involved,  the  output 
channel  or  channels  of  such  stations,  and 
the  call  letters,  channel  and  location  of 
the  station  or  stations  being  or  proposed 
to  be  rebroadcast. 

(3)  The  time  and  place  of  the  hearing. 

(4)  The  issues  in  the  hearing  as  listed 
in  the  Commission’s  order  of  designa¬ 
tion  for  hearing. 

(5)  If  the  application  is  for  renewal  of 
license,  the  notice  shall  contain,  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  the  information  required  by  sub- 
paragraphs  (1)  through  (4)  of  this  para¬ 
graph,  the  statements  required  by  para¬ 
graph  (f)  of  this  section. 

(h)  Within  7  days  of  the  last  day  of 
publication  or  broadcast  of  the  notice  re¬ 
quired  by  paragraphs  (b)  and  (c)  of  this 
section,  the  applicant  shall  file  a  state¬ 
ment  in  triplicate  with  the  Commission, 
setting  forth  the  dates  on  which  the 
notice  was  published,  the  newspaper  in 
which  the  notice  was  published,  the  text 
of  the  notice,  and/or,  where  applicable, 
the  date  and  time  the  notice  was  broad¬ 
cast  and  the  text  thereof.  When  public 
notice  is  given  by  other  means,  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  paragraph  (g)  of  this  section, 
the  applicant  shall  file,  within  7  days  of 
the  giving  of  such  notice  the  text  of  the 
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notice,  the  means  by  which  it  was  ac¬ 
complished,  and  the  date  thereof. 

| PR.  Doc.  62-10087;  Piled,  Oct.  9,  1962; 
8:49  a.m.] 

(Docket  No.  14187;  PCC  62-1027] 

PART  3 — RADIO  BROADCAST 
SERVICES 

Logging  Requirements  for  Broadcast 

Stations;  Memorandum  Opinion 

and  Order 

1.  Several  parties  have  filed  comments 
in  the  above -captioned  docket  request¬ 
ing  that  whatever  action  is  taken  include 
provision  for  automatic  program  logging. 
The  decisions  to  be  made  in  this  docket 
are  largely  dependent  upon  a  resolution 
of  the  more  basic  considerations  posed 
in  Docket  No.  13961  dealing  with  pro¬ 
gram  information  required  by  certain 
broadcast  forms. 

2.  TTie  Commission  now  has  before  it 
for  consideration  a  petition  filed  August 
16,  1962,  by  ITA  Electronics  Corporation 
asking  that  the  proposals  looking  toward 
automatic  program  logging  be  severed 
from  this  proceeding  and  that  rules  per¬ 
mitting  such  operation  be  adopted  forth¬ 
with.  This  Memorandum  Opinion  and 
Order  will  be  addressed  solely  to  this 
issue  and  the  other  problems  in  Docket 
No.  14187  will  be  dealt  with  at  a  later 
date. 

3.  In  support  of  its  requests  petitioner 
notes  the  passage  of  more  than  a  year 
since  rule  making  was  initiated,  that  the 
issue  herein  is  non-controversial  and 
should  not  be  further  delayed  pending 
resolution  of  these  proceedings  which  in¬ 
volve  basic  and  complex  questions  which 
have  been  the  subject  of  conflicting 
views. 

4.  Petitioner  contends  that  it  is  prac¬ 
ticable,  through  automatic  logging,  to 
retain  complete  program  transcripts 
from  which  any  desired  information 
could  be  extracted  and  compiled.  It  is 
argued  that  such  automatic  logging 
could  be  used  in  conjunction  with  any 
new  application  forms,  and  consequently 
that  it  is  not  necessary  to  postpone  au¬ 
thorization  of  automatic  program  log¬ 
ging  until  adoption  of  revised  application 
forms.  It  is  probable  that  other  auto¬ 
matic  methods  exist  which  would  sim¬ 
ilarly  meet  the  requirements  of  any 
forms  which  may  be  adopted. 

5.  The  petitioner  recites  a  number  of 
alleged  advantages  of  automatic  pro¬ 
gram  logging.  Because  we  have  been 
asked  simply  to  provide  for  automation 
on  a  permissive  basis,  it  is  unnecessary 
for  us  to  evaluate  specific  features  of 
various  automated  systems  or  to  deter¬ 
mine  their  usefulness. 

6.  The  Commission  is  of  the  view  that 
the  request  has  merit  and  its  adoption 
would  be  in  the  public  interest.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  we  are  amending  pertinent  sections 
of  the  program  logging  rules,  as  set  forth 
below,  to  permit  automatic  logging  under 
prescribed  conditions. 

7.  Because  the  rule  changes  adopted 
herein  are  procedural  in  nature,  the 
notice  and  effective  date  provisions  of 
Section  4  of  the  Administrative  Proce¬ 
dure  Act  are  inapplicable  and  the  rule 


changes  will  be  made  effective  immedi¬ 
ately. 

8.  Authority  for  the  amendments 
adopted  herein  is  contained  in  sections 
4  (i)  and  (j)  and  303  of  the  Communica¬ 
tions  Act  of  1934,  as  amended. 

9.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  peti¬ 
tion  of  ITA  Electronics  Corporation  is 
granted  with  certain  changes  in  sug¬ 
gested  language :  And  it  is  ordered,  This 
3d  day  of  October  1962,  That  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  are  amended  as  set  forth 
below  effective  October  12,  1962. 

(Sec.  4.  48  Stat.  1066,  as  amended;  47  U.S.C. 
154.  Interprets  or  applies  sec.  303,  48  Stat. 
1082,  as  amended;  47  U.S.C.  303) 

Released:  October  5,  1962. 

By  the  Commission:  Commissioner  Lee 
absent;  Commissioner  Henry  not  par¬ 
ticipating. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

Sections  3.111,  3.281,  3.581  and  3.663 
are  amended  by  adding  to  each  a  new 
paragraph  (d)  as  follows: 

***** 

§  3.111  Logs. 

***** 

(d)  No  provision  of  this  chapter  shall 
be  construed  as  prohibiting  the  record¬ 
ing  or  other  automatic  maintenance  of 
data  required  for  program  logs.  How¬ 
ever,  where  such  automatic  logging  is 
used,  the  licensee  must  comply  with  the 
following  requirements: 

(1)  The  licensee,  whether  employing 
manual  or  automatic  logging  or  a  com¬ 
bination  thereof,  must  be  able  accurately 
to  furnish  the  Commission  with  all  infor¬ 
mation  required  to  be  logged; 

(2)  Each  recording,  tape,  or  other 
means  employed  shall  be  accompanied 
by  a  certificate  of  the  operator  or  other 
responsible  person  on  duty  at  the  time 
or  other  duly  authorized  agent  of  the 
licensee,  to  the  effect  that  it  accurately 
reflects  what  was  actually  broadcast. 
Any  information  required  to  be  logged 
which  cannot  be  incorporated  in  the 
automatic  process  shall  be  maintained 
in  a  separate  record  which  shall  be  sim¬ 
ilarly  authenticated; 

(3)  The  licensee  shall  extract  any  re¬ 
quired  information  from  the  recording 
for  the  days  specified  by  the  Commission 
or  its  duly  authorized  representative  and 
submit  it  in  written  log  form,  together 
with  the  underlying  recording,  tape  or 
other  means  employed. 

§  3.281  Logs* 

***** 

(d)  No  provision  of  this  chapter  shall 
be  construed  as  prohibiting  the  recording 
or  other  automatic  maintenance  of  data 
required  for  program  logs.  However, 
where  such  automatic  logging  is  used,  the 
licensee  must  comply  with  the  following 
requirements: 

(1)  The  licensee,  whether  employing 
manual  or  automatic  logging  or  a  com¬ 
bination  thereof,  must  be  able  accurately 
to  furnish  the  Commission  with  all  in¬ 
formation  required  to  be  logged; 

(2)  Each  recording,  tape,  or  other 
means  employed  shall  be  accompanied 


by  a  certificate  of  the  operator  or  other 
responsible  person  on  duty  at  the  time 
or  other  duly  authorized  agent  of  the 
licensee,  to  the  effect  that  it  accurately 
reflects  what  was  actually  broadcast. 
Any  information  required  to  be  logged 
which  cannot  be  incorporated  in  the 
automatic  process  shall  be  maintained 
in  a  separate  record  which  shall  be 
similarly  authenticated; 

(3)  The  licensee  shall  extract  any  re¬ 
quired  information  from  the  recording 
for  the  days  specified  by  the  Commission 
or  its  duly  authorized  representative  and 
submit  it  in  written  log  form,  together 
with  the  underlying  recording,  tape  or 
other  means  employed. 

§  3.581  Log*. 

***** 

(d)  No  provision  of  this  chapter  shall 
be  construed  as  prohibiting  the  recording 
or  other  automatic  maintenance  of  data 
required  for  program  logs.  However, 
where  such  automatic  logging  is  used,  the 
licensee  must  comply  with  the  following 
requirements: 

(1)  The  licensee,  whether  employing 
manual  or  automatic  logging  or  a  com¬ 
bination  thereof,  must  be  able  accurately 
to  furnish  the  Commission  with  all  in¬ 
formation  required  to  be  logged; 

(2)  Each  recording,  tape,  or  other 
means  employed  shall  be  accompanied 
by  a  certificate  of  the  operator  or  other 
responsible  person  on  duty  at  the  time 
or  other  duly  authorized  agent  of  the 
licensee,  to  the  effect  that  it  accurately 
reflects  what  was  actually  broadcast. 
Any  information  required  to  be  logged 
which  cannot  be  incorporated  in  the 
automatic  process  shall  be  maintained 
in  a  separate  record  which  shall  be 
similarly  authenticated; 

(3)  The  licensee  shall  extract  any  re¬ 
quired  information  from  the  recording 
for  the  days  specified  by  the  Commission 
or  its  duly  authorized  representative  and 
submit  it  in  written  log  form,  together 
with  the  underlying  recording,  tape  or 
other  means  employed. 

§  3.663  Logs ;  maintenance  of. 

***** 

(d)  No  provision  of  this  chapter  shall 
be  construed  as  prohibiting  the  recording 
or  other  automatic  maintenance  of  data 
required  for  program  logs.  However, 
where  such  automatic  logging  is  used, 
the  licensee  must  comply  with  the  follow¬ 
ing  requirements: 

(1)  The  licensee,  whether  employing 
manual  or  automatic  logging  or  a  com¬ 
bination  thereof,  must  be  able  accurately 
to  furnish  the  Commission  with  all  in¬ 
formation  required  to  be  logged; 

(2)  Each  recording,  tape,  or  other 
means  employed  shall  be  accompanied 
by  a  certificate  of  the  operator  or  other 
responsible  person  on  duty  at  the  time 
or  other  duly  authorized  agent  of  the 
licensee,  to  the  effect  that  it  accurately 
reflects  what  was  actually  broadcast. 
Any  information  required  to  be  logged 
which  cannot  be  incorporated  in  the  au¬ 
tomatic  process  shall  be  maintained  in 
a  separate  record  which  shall  be  simi¬ 
larly  authenticated; 

(3)  The  licensee  shall  extract  any  re¬ 
quired  information  from  the  recording 
for  the  days  specified  by  the  Commis- 
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sion  or  its  duly  authorized  representative 
and  submit  it  in  written  log  form,  to¬ 
gether  with  the  underlying  recording, 
tape  or  other  means  employed. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10088;  Filed,  Oct.  9,  1962; 
8:49  a.m.] 


Title  50— WILDLIFE  AND 
FISHERIES 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries 
and  Wildlife,  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  Department  of  the  Interior 

PART  32 — HUNTING 

Noxubee  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Mississippi 

The  following  special  regulation  is  is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  on  date  of  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register. 

§  32.32  Special  regulations ;  big  game ; 
for  individual  wildlife  refuge  areas. 

Mississippi 

NOXUBEE  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  big  game  on  the 
Noxubee  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  is  permitted  only  on  the  area 
designated  by  signs  as  open  to  hunting. 
This  open  area,  comprising  43,454  acres 
or  97  percent  of  the  total  area  of  the 
refuge,  is  delineated  on  a  map  available 
at  the  refuge  headquarters  and  from  the 
Regional  Director,  Bureau  of  Sport  Fish¬ 
eries  and  Wildlife,  809  Peachtree- 
Seventh  Building,  Atlanta  23,  Ga. 
Hunting  shall  be  subject  to  the  following 
conditions: 


(a)  Species  permitted  to  be  taken: 
Deer. 

(b)  Open  season:  November  20 
through  24,  1962,  December  26  through 
December  29,  1962,  December  31,  1962, 
and  January  1,  1963. 

(c)  Total  bag  limits:  One  (1)  buck 
with  antlers  over  4  inches  long  per  sea¬ 
son  except  on  December  31,  1962,  and 
January  1,  1963,  when  antlerless  deer 
may  be  taken.  Not  more  than  two  deer 
per  license  year. 

(d)  Methods  of  hunting : 

(1)  Any  type  gun  may  be  used  except 
22  caliber  rifles  and  shotguns  less  than 
20  gauge.  Shells  with  buck  shot  smaller 
than  number  one  (1)  prohibited. 

(2)  No  dogs  allowed. 

(e)  Other  provisions: 

(1)  The  provisions*  of  this  special 
regulation  supplement  the  regulations 
which  govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge 
areas  generally  which  are  set  forth  in 
Title  50,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
Part  32. 

(2)  All  antlerless  deer  killed  shall  be 
checked  and  tagged  at  a  refuge  checking 
station  before  leaving  the  area. 

(3)  Check  stations  will  be  located  at 
Keaton  Tower,  Lynn  Creek,  and  Refuge 
headquarters  office  near  Bluff  Lake. 

(4)  A  Federal  permit  is  required  to 
enter  the  public  hunting  area.  Permits 
are  obtainable  from  the  Refuge  Manager, 
Noxubee  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Brooksville,  Miss.,  starting  November  1, 
1962. 

<5)  The  provisions  of  this  special  regu¬ 
lation  are  effective  to  January  2,  1963. 

Walter  A.  Gresh, 
Regional  Director,  Bureau  of 
Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10062;  Filed,  Oct.  9,  1962; 

8:46  ajn.] 
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FEDERAL  AVIATION  AGENCY 

[14  CFR  Part  601  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  62-WE-89 ] 

CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE 
Alteration  of  Control  Zone 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR 

409.13),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  considering 
an  amendment  to  Part  601  of  the  regu¬ 
lations  of  the  Administrator,  the  sub¬ 
stance  of  which  is  stated  below. 

The  Yakima,  Wash.,  control  zone  is 
presently  designated  within  a  3 -mile 
radius  of  the  Yakima  Municipal  Airport. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  has 
under  consideration  the  redesignation 
of  the  Yakima  control  zone  within  a 
5-mile  radius  of  the  Yakima  Municipal 
Airport  (latitude  46° 33 '55"  N.,  longitude 
120°32'25"  W.). 

This  expansion  of  the  basic  3-mile 
zone  is  required  to  provide  protection  for 
the  larger  and  more  modem  type  air¬ 
craft  executing  prescribed  instrument 
approach  and  departure  procedures  at 
the  Yakima  Airport. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Assistant 
Administrator,  Western  Region,  Attn: 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency,  5651  West  Manchester  Ave¬ 
nue,  P.O.  Box  90007,  Airport  Station,  Los 
Angeles  9,  Calif.  All  communications  re¬ 
ceived  within  forty-five  days  after  publi¬ 
cation  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  will  be  considered  before  action 
is  taken  on  the  proposed  amendment. 
No  public  hearing  is  contemplated  at  this 
time,  but  arrangements  for  informal 
conferences  with  Federal  Aviation 
Agency  officials  may  be  made  by  con¬ 
tacting  the  Regional  Air  Traffic  Division 
Chief,  or  the  Chief,  Airspace  Utilization 
Division,  Federal  Aviation  Agency, 
Washington  25,  D.C.  Any  data,  views  or 
arguments  presented  during  such  con¬ 
ferences  must  also  be  submitted  in  writ¬ 
ing  in  accordance  with  this  notice  in 
order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the 
light  of  comments  received. 

The  official  Docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Docket  Section,  Federal  Aviation  Agency, 
Room  A-103, 1711  New  York  Avenue  NW., 
Washington  25,  D.C.  An  informal 
Docket  will  also  be  available  for  exam¬ 
ination  at  the  office  of  the  Regional  Air 
Traffic  Division  Chief. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) . 
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Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  October 
4, 1962. 

W.  Thomas  Deason, 
Assistant  Chief, 
Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[FJR.  Doc.  62-10054;  Piled,  Oct.  9,  1962; 

8:45  a.m.] 

[14  CFR  Part  601  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  62-WE-90) 

CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE 
Alteration  of  Control  Zone 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
to  me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR 

409.13),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  considering 
an  amendment  to  Part  601  of  the  regu¬ 
lations  of  the  Administrator,  the  sub¬ 
stance  of  which  is  stated  below. 

The  Ephrata,  Wash.,  control  zone  is 
presently  designated  within  a  3 -mile 
radius  of  the  Ephrata  Municipal  Airport. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  has 
under  consideration  the  redesignation  of 
the  Ehprata  control  zone  within  a  5 -mile 
radius  of  the  Ephrata  Municipal  Air¬ 
port  (latitude  47°18'20"  N.,  longitude 
119°30'40"  W.) ,  and  within  2  miles  either 
side  of  the  Ephrata  VOR  222°  True 
radial  extending  from  the  5-mile  radius 
zone  to  the  VOR. 

This  expansion  of  the  basic  3 -mile 
zone  is  required  to  provide  protection  for 
larger  and  more  modern  type  aircraft 
executing  prescribed  instrument  ap¬ 
proach  and  departure  procedures  at  the 
Ephrata  Airport. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Assistant 
Administrator,  Western  Region,  Attn: 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency,  5651  West  Manchester 
Avenue,  P.O.  Box  90007,  Airport  Station, 
Los  Angeles  9,  Calif.  All  communica¬ 
tions  received  within  forty-five  days  after 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  will  be  considered  before  action 
is  taken  on  the  proposed  amendment. 
No  public  hearing  is  contemplated  at  this 
time,  but  arrangements  for  informal 
conferences  with  Federal  Aviation 
Agency  officials  may  be  made  by  contapt- 
ing  the  Regional  Air  Traffic  Division 
Chief,  or  the  Chief,  Airspace  Utilization 
Division,  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Wash¬ 
ington  25,  D.C.  Any  data,  views  or 
arguments  presented  during  such  con¬ 
ferences  must  also  be  submitted  in  writ¬ 
ing  in  accordance  with  this  notice  in 
order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the 
light  of  comments  received. 

The  official  Docket  will  be  available 
for  examination  by  interested  persons 
at  the  Docket  Section,  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  Room  A-103,  1711  New  York 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington  25,  D.C.  An 


informal  Docket  will  also  be  available 
for  examination  at  the  office  of  the 
Regional  Air  Traffic  Division  Chief. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C. 
1348). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  4,  1962. 

W.  Thomas  Deason, 
Assistant  Chief, 
Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10055;  Filed,  Oct.  9,  1962; 

8:45  a.m.] 

[14  CFR  Part  601  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  62-WE-91] 

CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE 
Alteration  of  Control  Zone 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR 

409.13) ,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  considering 
an  amendment  to  Part  601  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  of  the  Administrator,  the  substance 
of  which  is  stated  below. 

The  Eugene,  Oreg.,  control  zone  is 
presently  designated  within  a  3-mile 
radius  of  the  Eugene  (Mahlon  Sweet) 
Airport. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  has 
under  consideration  the  redesignation  of 
the  Eugene  control  zone  within  a  5-mile 
radius  of  the  Mahlon  Sweet  Airport 
(latitude  44°07'25"  N.,  longitude  123°  13' 
05"  W.),  and  within  2  miles  either  side 
of  the  Eugene  VORTAC  008°  True  radial 
extending  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone 
to  8  miles  north  of  the  VORTAC. 

This  expansion  of  the  basic  3-mile  zone 
is  required  to  provide  protection  for  the 
larger  and  more  modern  type  aircraft 
executing  prescribed  instrument  ap¬ 
proach  and  departure  procedures  at  the 
Mahlon  Sweet  Airport. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Assistant 
Administrator,  Western  Region,  Attn: 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency,  5651  West  Manchester 
Avenue,  P.O.  Box  90007,  Airport  Station, 
Los  Angeles  9,  Calif.  All  communica¬ 
tions  received  within  forty-five  days 
after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  will  be  considered  be¬ 
fore  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  No  public  hearing  is  con¬ 
templated  at  this  time,  but  arrange¬ 
ments  for  informal  conferences  with 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  officials  may 
be  made  by  contacting  the  Regional  Air 
Traffic  Division  Chief,  or  the  Chief,  Air¬ 
space  Utilization  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency,  Washington  25,  D.C.  Any 
data,  views  or  arguments  presented  dur¬ 
ing  such  conferences  must  also  be  sub¬ 
mitted  in  writing  in  accordance  with 
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this  notice  in  order  to  become  part  of 
the  record  for  consideration.  The  pro¬ 
posal  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  the  light  of  comments 
received. 

The  official  Docket  will  be  available 
for  examination  by  interested  persons 
at  the  Docket  Section,  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  Room  A-103,  1711  New  York 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington  25,  D.C.  An 
informal  Docket  will  also  be  available 
for  examination  at  the  office  of  the 
Regional  Air  Traffic  Division  Chief. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749 ;  49  U.S.C.  1348) . 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  October 
4, 1962. 

W.  Thomas  Deason, 

Assistant  Chief, 
Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10056;  Filed,  Oct.  9,  1962; 

8:45  ajn.] 

[  14  CFR  Part  601  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  62-WA-21] 

CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE 
Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR 
409.13),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  (FAA)  is  con¬ 
sidering  an  amendment  to  §  601.10853  of 
the  regulations  of  the  Administrator,  the 
substance  of  which  is  stated  below. 

The  Cape  Girardeau,  Mo.,  transition 
area  is  designated  as  extending  upward 
from  1,200  feet  above  the  surface  within 
10  miles  southeast  and  7  miles  northwest 
of  the  035°  and  215°  True  bearings  from 
the  Cape  Girardeau  Municipal  Airport 
(latitude  37°13'30"  N.,  longitude  89°34' 
10"  W.),  extending  from  9  miles  north¬ 
east  to  20  miles  southwest  of  the  airport. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  has  under 
consideration  the  alteration  of  the  Cape 
Girardeau  transition  area  to  add  the  air¬ 
space  extending  upward  from  700  feet 
above  the  surface  within  a  6-mile  radius 
of  the  Cape  Girardeau  Municipal  Air¬ 
port,  and  within  2  miles  either  side  of 
the  215*  True  bearing  from  the  Cape 
Girardeau  Airport  extending  from  the 
6 -mile  radius  area  to  8  miles  southwest 
of  the  airport.  This  would  provide  pro¬ 
tection  for  aircraft  executing  prescribed 
instrument  approach  and  departure  pro¬ 
cedures  at  the  Cape  Girardeau  Airport. 

If  this  action  is  taken,  the  Cape  Girar¬ 
deau,  Mo.,  transition  area  would  be  re¬ 
designated  as  that  airspace  extending 
upward  from  700  feet  above  the  surface 
within  a  6-mile  radius  of  the  Cape  Gir¬ 
ardeau  Municipal  Airport  (latitude  37° 
13'30"  N.,  longitude  89°34'10"  W.) ; 
within  2  miles  either  side  of  the  215° 
True  bearing  from  the  Cape  Girardeau 
Aixport  extending  from  the  6-mile  radius 
area  to  8  miles  southwest  of  the  airport; 
and  the  airspace  extending  upward  from 
1,200  feet  above  the  surface  within  10 
miles  southeast  and  7  miles  northwest 
of  the  035°  and  215°  True  bearings  from 
the  Cape  Girardeau  Municipal  Airport, 
extending  from  9  miles  northeast  to  20 
miles  southwest  of  the  airport. 


Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Assistant 
Administrator,  Central  Region,  Attn: 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency,  4825  Troost  Avenue,  Kansas 
City  10,  Mo.  All  communications  re¬ 
ceived  within  forty-five  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  will  be  considered  before  action 
is  taken  on  the  proposed  amendment. 
No  public  hearing  is  contemplated  at  this 
time,  but  arrangements  for  informal 
conferences  with  Federal  Aviation 
Agency  officials  may  be  made  by  contact¬ 
ing  the  Regional  Air  Traffic  Division 
Chief,  or  the  Chief,  Airspace  Utilization 
Division,  Federal  Aviation  Agency, 
Washington  25,  D.C.  Any  data,  views  or 
arguments  presented  during  such  con¬ 
ferences  must  also  be  submitted  in  writ¬ 
ing  in  accordance  with  this  notice  in 
order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the 
light  of  comments  received. 

The  official  Docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Docket  Section,  Federal  Aviation  Agency, 
Room  A-103,  1711  New  York  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington  25,  D.C.  An  informal 
Docket  will  also  be  available  for  exami¬ 
nation  at  the  office  of  the  Regional  Air 
Traffic  Division  Chief. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  October 
4, 1962. 

W.  Thomas  Deason, 
Assistant  Chief, 
Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10057;  Filed,  Oct.  9,  1962; 

8:46  ajn.] 

[14  CFR  Part  601  ] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  61-KC-29] 

CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE 

Designation  of  Control  Zone,  Designa¬ 
tion  and  Alteration  of  Transition 

Areas 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
to  me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR 
409.13),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  considering 
amendments  to  Part  601  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  of  the  Administrator,  the  substance 
of  which  is  stated  below. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  has  under 
consideration  a  request  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Army  for  the  designation  of 
controlled  airspace  at  the  Marshall 
AAF,  Fort  Riley,  Kans.  This  controlled 
airspace  would  consist  of  a  control  zone 
and  transition  area. 

The  Fort  Riley,  Kans.,  control  zone 
would  be  designated  within  a  5-mile 
radius  of  the  Marshall  AAF  (latitude 
39°03'15"  N.,  longitude  96°45'50"  W.) 
Fort  Riley,  Kans.;  within  2  miles  either 
side  of  the  Fort  Riley  VOR  042*  True  ra¬ 
dial  extending  from  the  5-mile  radius 
zone  to  the  VOR;  and  within  2  miles 
either  side  of  the  216®  True  bearing  from 
the  Fort  Riley  radio  beacon  extending 


from  the  5 -mile  radius  zone  to  8  miles 
southwest  of  the  radio  beacon  excluding 
the  portion  within  the  Manhattan,  Kans., 
Restricted  Area  R-3602  and  the  portion 
extending  clockwise  from  a  line  2  miles 
northwest  of  and  parallel  to  the  Fort 
Riley  VOR  042°  True  radial  to  the  318° 
True  bearing  from  the  Fort  Riley  RBN. 
This  would  provide  protection  for  air¬ 
craft  executing  prescribed  instrument 
approach  and  departure  procedures  at 
the  Marshall  AAF.  Communications 
and  weather  reporting  service  would  be 
provided  by  the  Marshall  AAF  control 
tower  from  0700-2200  hours,  local  time, 
daily  and  by  Marshall  AAF  operations 
office  during  the  hours  that  the  tower  is 
not  in  operation. 

The  Manhattan,  Kans.,  transition  area 
would  be  designated  to  extend  upward 
from  700  feet  above  the  surface  within  a 
7-mile  radius  of  the  Manhattan  Airport 
(latitude  39°08'35"  N.,  longitude  96°40'- 
05"  W.) ;  within  6  miles  south  and  9 
miles  north  of  the  Fort  Riley  VOR  059® 
True  radial  extending  from  the  VOR  to 
21  miles  northeast;  within  2  miles  either 
side  of  the  Fort  Riley  VOR  222®  True 
radial  extending  from  the  VOR  to  8  miles 
southwest;  and  that  airspace  extending 
upward  from  1,200  feet  above  the  surface 
bounded  on  the  north  by  latitude  39*19'- 
00"  N.,  on  the  east  by  the  Emporia, 
Kans.,  VORTAC  346®  True  radial,  on 
the  south  by  the  north  boundary  of  VOR 
Federal  airway  No.  4,  on  the  southwest 
by  a  line  21  miles  northeast  of  and 
parallel  to  the  Fort  Riley  VOR  149®  and 
329°  True  radials  extending  from  Victor 
4  to  its  intersection  with  the  arc  of  a 
7-mile  radius  circle  centered  at  the  Man¬ 
hattan  Airport,  thence  counterclockwise 
along  this  arc  to  longitude  96°41'00"  W.; 
and  on  the  west  by  longitude  96®41'00" 
W.  The  portion  of  this  transition  area 
which  would  coincide  with  the  Manhat¬ 
tan  Restricted  Area  (R-3602)  would  be 
used  only  after  obtaining  prior  approval 
from  appropriate  authority. 

The  portion  of  the  proposed  transition 
area  with  a  floor  of  700  feet  above  the 
surface  would  provide  protection  for  air¬ 
craft  executing  prescribed  instrument 
approach  and  departure  procedures  at 
the  Marshall  AAF  and  the  Manhattan 
Airport.  The  portion  proposed  with  a 
floor  of  1,200  feet  above  the  surface  would 
provide  continuity  of  controlled  airspace 
northeast  of  Manhattan  for  aircraft  op¬ 
erating  between  the  700  feet  floor  area 
and  the  adjacent  Salina,  Kans.,  transi¬ 
tion  area  (§  601.10016).  This  transition 
area,  which  is  designated  with  a  floor  of 
3,500  feet  MSL  adjacent  to  Manhattan, 
would  be  altered  to  exclude  the  portion 
which  would  coincide  with  the  proposed 
Manhattan  transition  area. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Assistant 
Administrator,  Central  Region,  Attn: 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency,  4825  Troost  Avenue,  Kansas 
City  10,  Mo.  All  communications  re¬ 
ceived  within  forty-five  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  will  be  considered  before  action 
is  taken  cn  the  proposed  amendment. 
No  public  hearing  is  contemplated  at 
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this  time,  but  arrangements  for  informal 
conferences  with  Federal  Aviation 
Agency  officials  may  be  made  by  contact, 
ing  the  Regional  Air  Traffic  Division 
Chief,  or  the  Chief,  Airspaqe  Utilization 
Division,  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Wash¬ 
ington  25,  D.C.  Any  data,  views  or  ar¬ 
guments  presented  during  such  confer¬ 
ences  must  also  be  submitted  in  writing 
in  accordance  with  this  notice  in  order 
to  become  part  of  the  record  for  consid¬ 
eration,  The  proposal  contained  in  this 
notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light  of 
comments  received. 

The  official  Docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Docket  Section,  Federal  Aviation  Agency, 
Room  A-103,  1711  New  York  Avenue 
NW„  Washington  25,  D.C.  An  informal 
Docket  will  also  be  available  for  exam¬ 
ination  at  the  office  of  the  Regional  Air 
Traffic  Division  Chief. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  October 
4,  1962. 

W.  Thomas  Deason, 
Assistant  Chief, 
Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10058;  Filed,  Oct.  9,  1962; 

8:46  am.] 

[14  CFR  Part  601  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  62-EA-39] 

CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE 
Designation  of  Transition  Area 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR 
409.13),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  considering 
an  amendment  to  Part  601  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  of  the  Administrator,  the  substance 
of  which  is  stated  below. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  has 
under  consideration  the  designation  of  a 
transition  area  at  Bellona,  N.Y.  The 
proposed  transition  area  would  be  desig¬ 
nated  to  extend  upward  from  1,200  feet 
above  the  surface  within  the  area 
bounded  on  the  north  by  VOR  Federal 
airway  No.  2,  on  the  east  by  the  arc  of  a 
40-mile  radius  circle  centered  on  the 
Syracuse,  N.Y.,  VORTAC,  on  the  south¬ 
east  by  VOR  Federal  airway  No.  84,  on 
the  southwest  by  VOR  Federal  airway 
No.  34,  and  on  the  west  by  the  arc  of  a 
20 -mile  radius  circle  centered  on  the 
Monroe  County  Airport,  Rochester,  N.Y. 
(latitude  43°07'20"  N.,  longitude 

77°39'55"  W.).  This  transition  area 
would  provide  protection  for  aircraft 
while  being  radar  vectored  in  accordance 
with  prescribed  Rochester  Airport  instru¬ 
ment  approach  procedures.  Addition¬ 
ally,  this  area  would  provide  for  the 
establishment  of  a  Rochester  Airport 
radar  departure  procedure  clear  of  air¬ 
ways  to  increase  the  traffic  handling 
capability  of  the  limited  altitude  tower 
en  route  control  service  authorized  be¬ 
tween  Rochester  and  Syracuse,  N.Y. 
The  area  would  also  provide  for  the  tran¬ 
sitioning  of  aircraft,  with  terminal  en 
route  radar  handoff  service,  from  the 
aforementioned  radar  departure  proce¬ 


dure  to  VOR  Federal  airways  No.  2  and 
No.  84. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Assistant 
Administrator,  Eastern  Region,  Attn: 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency,  Federal  Building,  New  York 
International  Airport,  Jamaica  30,  N.Y. 
All  communications  received  within 
forty-five  days  after  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register  will  be 
considered  before  action  is  taken  on  the 
proposed  amendment.  No  public  hear¬ 
ing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but 
arrangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Agency  officials 
may  be  made  by  contacting  the  Regional 
Air  Traffic  Division  Chief,  or  the  Chief, 
Airspace  Utilization  Division,  Federal 
Aviation  Agency,  Washington  25,  D.C. 
Any  data,  views  or  arguments  presented 
during  such  conferences  must  also  be 
submitted  in  writing  in  accordance  with 
this  notice  in  order  to  become  part  of 
the  record  for  consideration.  The  pro¬ 
posal  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  the  light  of  comments 
received. 

The  official  Docket  will  be  available 
for  examination  by  interested  persons 
at  the  Docket  Section,  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  Room  A-103,  1711  New  York 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington  25,  D.C.  An 
informal  Docket  will  also  be  available 
for  examination  at  the  office  of  the  Re¬ 
gional  Air  Traffic  Division  Chief. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749 ;  49  U.S.C.  1348) . 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  4,  1962. 

W.  Thomas  Deason, 

Assistant  Chief, 
Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10059;  Filed,  Oct.  9,  1962; 

8:46  a.m.] 

[14  CFR  Part  601  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  62-SO-47] 

CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE 
Designation  of  Transition  Area 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR 
409.13),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  considering 
an  amendment  to  Part  601  of  the  regu¬ 
lations  of  the  Administrator,  the  sub¬ 
stance  of  which  is  stated  below. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  has 
under  consideration  the  designation  of  a 
transition  area  at  Columbus,  Ga.  The 
proposed  transition  area  would  be  desig¬ 
nated  to  extend  upward  from  1,200  feet 
above  the  surface  within  8  miles  north¬ 
west  and  5  miles  southeast  of  the  Colum¬ 
bus  ILS  localizer  southwest  course  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  ILS  outer  marker  to  12 
miles  southwest  and  within  8  miles  east 
and  5  miles  west  of  the  Columbus  radio 
range  southwest  course  extending  from 
the  radio  range  to  12  miles  southwest  ex¬ 
cluding  the  portion  which  would  coincide 
with  the  Fort  Benning,  Ga.,  Restricted 
Area  R-3002.  This  would  provide  pro¬ 
tection  for  aircraft  executing  instrument 


approach  procedures  to  the  Muscogee 
County  Airport  and  the  Lawson  AAF, 
Columbus,  Ga. 

To  permit  fulfillment  of  the  urgent 
airspace  requirements  at  the  earliest 
practicable  date,  this  action  is  being  pro¬ 
posed  in  advance  of  the  implementation 
of  Amendments  60-21  and  60-29  to  the 
Civil  Air  Regulations,  Part  60,  Air  Traf¬ 
fic  Rules,  in  the  entire  Columbus  area. 
Upon  completion  of  the  area  review  of 
the  airspace  requirements  attendant  to 
full  implementation  of  these  amend¬ 
ments,  separate  airspace  action  will  be 
initiated  proposing  the  conversion  of  the 
oontrol  area  extension  in  this  area  to  a 
transition  area  with  appropriate  floor 
assignments,  and  the  designation  of  ap¬ 
propriate  airway  floors  consistent  with 
en  route  requirements. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Assistant 
Administrator,  Southern  Region,  Attn: 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency,  52  Fairlie  Street  NW.,  At¬ 
lanta  3,  Ga.  All  communications  received 
within  forty-five  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register 
will  be  considered  before  action  is  taken 
on  the  proposed  amendment.  No  public 
hearing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but 
arrangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Agency  officials 
may  be  made  by  contacting  the  Regional 
Air  Traffic  Division  Chief,  or  the  Chief, 
Airspace  Utilization  Division,  Federal 
Aviation  Agency,  Washington  25.  D.C. 
Any  data,  views  or  arguments  presented 
during  such  conferences  must  also  be 
submitted  in  writing  in  accordance  with 
this  notice  in  order  to  become  part  of 
the  record  for  consideration.  The  pro¬ 
posal  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  the  light  of  comments 
received. 

The  official  Docket  will  be  available 
for  examination  by  interested  persons  at 
the  Docket  Section,  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  Room  A-103,  1711  New  York 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington  25,  D.C.  An 
informal  Docket  will  also  be  available 
for  examination  at  the  office  of  the 
Regional  Air  Traffic  Division  Chief. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) . 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  4,  1962. 

W.  Thomas  Deason, 
Assistant  Chief, 
Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10060;  Filed,  Oct.  9,  1962; 

8:46  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  948  1 

IRISH  POTATOES  GROWN  IN  COLO¬ 
RADO— AREA  NO.  1 

Notice  of  Proposed  Expenses  and  Rate 
of  Assessment 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Agriculture  is  considering  ap- 
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proval  of  the  expenses  and  rate  of  assess¬ 
ment  hereinafter  set  forth  which  were 
recommended  by  the  area  committee  for 
Area  No.  1  established  pursuant  to  Mar¬ 
keting  Agreement  No.  97,  as  amended, 
and  Order  No.  948,  as  amended  (7  CFR 
Part  948)  regulating  the  handling  of 
Irish  potatoes  grown  in  the  State  of 
Colorado  and  issued  under  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937, 
as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674) . 

Consideration  will  be  given  to  any  data, 
views,  or  arguments  pertaining  thereto 
which  are  filed  with  the  Director,  Fruit 
and  Vegetable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service,  United  States  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  Washington  25, 
D.C.,  not  later  than  15  days  following 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register.  The  proposals  are  as  follows: 

§  948.241  Expenses  and  rate  of  assess¬ 
ment. 

(a)  The  reasonable  expenses  that  are 
likely  to  be  incurred  by  the  area  commit¬ 
tee  for  Area  No.  1,  established  pursuant 
to  Marketing  ^Agreement  No.  97  and 
Order  No.  948,  both  as  amended,  to  en¬ 
able  such  committee  to  perform  its  func¬ 
tions  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
aforesaid  amended  agreement  and  order 
during  the  fiscal  period  ending  May  31, 
1963,  will  amount  to  $625.00. 

(b)  The  rate  of  assessment  to  be  paid 
by  each  handler  in  Area  No.  1  pursuant 
to  Marketing  Agreement  No.  97  and 
Order  No.  948,  both  as  amended,  shall 
be  one -half  cent  ($0,005)  per  hundred¬ 
weight  of  potatoes  handled  by  him  as  the 


first  handler  thereof  during  said  fiscal 
period. 

(c)  Terms  used  in  this  section  shall 
have  the  same  meaning  as  when  used  in 
Marketing  Agreement  No.  97,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  and  this  part. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
001-674) 

Dated:  October  5, 1962. 

Floyd  F.  Hedlund, 

Director, 

Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10076;  Filed,  Oct.  9,  1962; 
8:47  a.m.] 


[  7  CFR  Part  984  1 

HANDLING  OF  WALNUTS  GROWN  IN 
CALIFORNIA,  OREGON,  AND 
WASHINGTON 

Proposed  Control  Percentages  for  the 
1962-63  Marketing  Year 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  there  is 
under  consideration  the  proposed  estab¬ 
lishment  of  walnut  control  percentages 
as  herein  set  forth  for  the  marketing  year 
which  began  August  1,  1962.  The  per¬ 
centages  are  based  on  recommendations 
of  the  Walnut  Control  Board  and  other 
available  information  and  would  be  es¬ 
tablished  pursuant  to  the  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order  (7  CFR  Part 
984;  27  F.R.  9094),  regulating  the  han¬ 
dling  of  walnuts  grown  in  California, 
Oregon,  and  Washington,  effective  under 


the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (secs.  1-19,  48 
Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C.  601-674). 

The  proposed  percentages  are  as 
follows: 


District  1 

District  2 

Marketable _ 

93 

96.  5 

Surplus _ 

7 

3.5 

The  1962  orchard-run  production  is  es¬ 
timated  at  170.4  million  pounds.  The 
proposed  percentages  would  provide  for 
a  (1)  trade  demand  for  inshell  walnuts 
of  70  million  pounds  plus  a  year  end 
carryover  of  10  million  pounds,  and  (2) 
trade  demand  for  shelled  walnuts  of  33 
million  pounds  (kernelweight)  plus  a 
year  end  carryover  of  6.5  million  pounds 
for  the  marketing  year  which  began 
August  1, 1962. 

Consideration  will  be  given  to  written 
data,  views,  and  arguments  pertaining 
thereto  which  are  received  by  the  Direc¬ 
tor,  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division,  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Service,  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture,  Wash¬ 
ington  25,  D.C.,  not  later  than  ten  days 
after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Dated:  October  5, 1962. 

Floyd  F.  Hedlund, 
Director, 

Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10097;  Filed,  Oct.  9,  1962; 

8:60  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

INo.  63-4] 

OREGON 

Notice  of  Proposed  Withdrawal  and 
Reservation  of  Lands 

September  28,  1962. 

The  Secretary,  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  has  filed  an  application.  Serial  No. 
Oregon  012702,  for  the  withdrawal  of  the 
land  described  below,  subject  to  valid 
existing  rights,  from  location  and  entry 
under  the  general  mining  laws. 

The  land  is  located  in  the  Whitman 
National  Forest,  and  the  applicant 
wishes  to  have  the  land  withdrawn  to 
protect  the  Blue  Mountain  Ranger  Sta¬ 
tion  Administrative  Site. 

For  a  period  of  SO  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice,  all  persons 
who  wish  to  submit  comments,  sugges¬ 
tions,  or  objections  in  connection  with 
the  proposed  withdrawal  may  present 
their  views  in  writing  to  the  undersigned 
officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior,  710 
Northeast  Holladay  Street,  Portland  12, 
Oreg. 

If  circumstances  warrant  it,  a  public 
hearing  will  be  held  at  a  convenient  time 
and  place,  which  will  be  announced. 

The  determination  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  on  the  application  will  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register.  A 
separate  notice  will  be  sent  to  each  in¬ 
terested  party  of  record. 

The  lands  involved  in  the  application 
are: 

Willamette  Meridian,  Oregon 

WHITMAN  NATIONAL  FOREST 

Blue  Mountain  Ranger  Station 
Administrative  Site 

T.  11S..R.36  E. 

Sec.  33:  N%NE%; 

Sec.  34:  NW%NW»4. 

Total  Area — 120  acres. 

Stanley  D.  Lester, 

Manager,  Land  Office. 

[Fit.  Doc.  62-10063;  Filed,  Oct.  9,  1962; 

8:46  am.] 


COLORADO 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Proposed 
Withdrawal  and  Reservation  of 
Lands 

October  3,  1962. 

Notices  of  an  application.  Serial  No. 
Colorado  042348  for  withdrawal  and  res¬ 
ervation  of  lands  was  published  as  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  Document  No.  60-7102  on 
page  7219  of  the  issue  for  July  30,  1960. 
The  applicant  agency  has  cancelled  its 
application  insofar  as  it  involved  the 
lands  described  below.  Therefore,  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  regulations  contained  in  43 
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CFR,  Part  295,  such  lands  will  be  at  10 
a.m.  on  November  8,  1962,  relieved  of  the 
segregative  effect  of  the  above  mentioned 
application. 

The  lands  involved  in  this  notice  of 
termination  are: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Colorado 

T.  16  S.,  R.  91  W., 

Sec.  31:  SEV4NE>4. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  40  acres. 

Andrew  J.  Senti, 

Acting  Chief, 

Division  of  Lands  and  Minerals. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10079;  Filed.  Oct.  9,  1962; 
8:48  a.m..] 


COLORADO 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Proposed 
Withdrawal  and  Reservation  of 
Lands 

October  3,  1962. 

Notices  of  an  application.  Serial  No. 
Colorado  066542  for  withdrawal  and  res¬ 
ervation  of  lands  was  published  as  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  Document  No.  62-3110,  on 
page  3149-3150  of  the  issue  for  March  31, 
1962.  The  applicant  agency  has  can¬ 
celled  the  application  insofar  as  it  in¬ 
volved  the  lands  described  below.  There¬ 
fore,  pursuant  to  the  regulations  con¬ 
tained  in  43  CFR,  Part  295,  such  lands 
will  be  at  10:00  a.m.  on  November  8, 1962, 
relieved  of  the  segregative  effect  of  the 
above  mentioned  application. 

The  lands  involved  in  this  notice  of 
termination  are: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Colorado 

T.  2  S..  R.  76  W., 
sec.  28:  nw%.  wy2swtt; 

Sec.  27:  W%; 

Sec.  34:  NEV4NEV4.  W&NEtf.  Wy2. 

T.  3  S,  R.  75  W.. 

Sec.  3:  NW»4. 

T.  4  S.,  R.  75  W.. 

Sec.  17:  S&SVi- 
T.  5  S.,  R.  76  W.. 

Sec.  3:  Sy2NEVi,  SEV4NWV4; 

Sec.  18:  NWV4NEV4. 

T.  4  N.,  R.  78  W., 

Sec.  2:  Lot  9. 

T.  3  N.,  R.  77  W., 

Sec.  7:  NW^SEVi. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  1560 
acres. 

Andrew  J.  Senti, 

Acting  Chief, 

Division  of  Lands  and  Minerals. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10095;  Filed,  Oct.  9,  1962; 
8:49  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

MUSCOGEE  LIVESTOCK  CO.r  ET  AL. 

Depositing  of  Stockyards 

It  has  been  ascertained,  and  notice  is 
hereby  given,  that  the  livestock  markets 


named  herein,  originally  posted  on  the 
respective  dates  specified  below  as  being 
subject  to  the  Packers  and  Stockyards 
Act,  1921,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  181  et 
seq.) ,  no  longer  come  within  the  defini¬ 
tion  of  a  stockyard  under  said  Act  and 
are,  therefore,  no  longer  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Act. 

Name  and  Location  of  Stockyard,  and  Date 
of  Posting 

Muscogee  Livestock  Co.,  Columbus,  Ga.:  May 
20. 1959. 

Southern  Cayuga  Commission  Sale,  Moravia, 
N.Y.:  August  18. 1960. 

Big  Pasture  Auction  Co.,  Grandfield,  Okla.: 
April  7, 1959. 

Green  and  White  Livestock  Commission  Co., 
Breckenridge,  Tex.:  May  8, 1959. 

Paris  Livestock  (Jommisslon  Co.  (South 
Bam) ,  Paris,  Tex.:  November  20, 1968. 

H.  A.  Meyer  Cattle  Co.,  Plymouth,  Wls.:  May 
28,  1959. 

Notice  or  other  public  procedure  has 
not  preceded  promulgation  of  the  fore¬ 
going  rule  since  it  is  found  that  the  giving 
of  such  notice  would  prevent  the  due  and 
timely  administration  of  the  Packers  and 
Stockyards  Act  and  would,  therefore,  be 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest.  There  is  no  legal  warrant  or 
justification  for  not  deposting  promptly 
a  stockyard  which  is  no  longer  within 
the  definition  of  that  term  contained  in 
the  Act. 

The  foregoing  is  in  the  nature  of  a  rule 
granting  an  exemption  or  relieving  a  re¬ 
striction  and,  therefore,  may  be  made 
effective  in  less  than  30  days  after  publi¬ 
cation  in  the  Federal  Register.  This 
notice  shall  become  effective  upon  publi¬ 
cation  in  the  Federal  Register. 

(42  Stat.  159,  as  amended  and  supplemented; 
7  U.S.C.  181  et  seq.) 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  4th  day 
of  October  1962. 

H.  L.  Jones, 

Chief,  Rates  and  Registrations 
Branch,  Packers  and  Stock- 
yards  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10071;  Filed,  Oct.  9.  1962; 
8:47  a.m.] 


TOWN  &  COUNTRY  AUCTION 
SERVICE,  LTD.,  ET  AL. 

Proposed  Posting  of  Stockyards 

The  Chief  of  the  Rates  and  Registra¬ 
tions  Branch,  Packers  and  Stockyards 
Division,  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
United  States  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  has  information  that  the  livestock 
markets  named  below  are  stockyards  as 
defined  in  section  302  of  the  Packers  and 
Stockyards  Act,  1921,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  202),  and  should  be  made  subject 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Act. 

Town  &  Country  Auction  Service.  Ltd.,  Gun¬ 
nison,  Colo. 

Shannon  Stockyards,  Shannon,  Ill. 

Massena  Livestock  Auction  Market,  Massena, 
Iowa. 
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Stewart’s  Auction  Barn,  Bronson,  Kans. 
Lawrence  Livestock  Sale,  Lawrence,  Kans. 
Granite  City  Livestock  Sales,  St.  Cloud,  Minn. 
Beatrice  77  Livestock  Commission  Co.,  Bea¬ 
trice,  Nebr. 

Clinton  Livestock  Auction,  Clinton,  Okla. 

East  Texas  Livestock  Commission  Co.,  Pales¬ 
tine,  Tex. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  therefore,  that 
the  said  Chief,  pursuant  to  authority 
delegated  under  the  Packers  and  Stock- 
yards  Act,  1921,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C. 
181  et  seq.) ,  proposes  to  issue  a  rule  des¬ 
ignating  the  stockyards  named  above  as 
posted  stockyards  subject  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Act,  as  provided  in  section 
302  thereof. 

Any  person  who  wishes  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  arguments  concerning 
the  proposed  rule  may  do  so  by  filing 
them  with  the  Chief,  Rates  and  Regis¬ 
trations  Branch,  Packers  and  Stock- 
yards  Division,  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service,  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  with¬ 


in  15  days  after  publication  hereof  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  4th 
day  of  October  1962. 

H.  L.  Jones, 

Chief,  Rates  and  Registrations 
Branch,  Packers  and  Stock- 
yards  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

[P.R.  Doc.  02-10072;  Piled,  Oct.  9,  1962; 
8:47  am.] 


Commodity  Credit  Corporation 

(Arndt.  1] 

SALES  OF  CERTAIN  COMMODITIES 
September  1962  Monthly  Sales  List 

Pursuant  to  the  policy  of  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation  issued  Oc¬ 
tober  12, 1954  (19  F.R.  6669) ,  and  subject 
to  the  conditions  stated  therein,  the  CCC 
Monthly  Sales  List  for  September  1962 
is  amended  by  adding  the  section  below: 


Honey,  extracted,  unprocessed, 
6-gal.  cans  or  55-gal.  arums  (as 
available). 


Domestic  and  export,  unrestricted  use: 

Storable:  Market  price  basis  in  store,  but  not  less  than  105  percent  of  the 
applicable  1962  support  price  for  the  respective  class  and  color  of  honey 
plus  reasonable  carrying  charges. 


Examples  or  Minimum  Prices 


Class  and  Color 

Cents  per 
pound 

Table: 

White  or  lighter . . . . . 

14.5 

Extra  light~amber... . . . . . 

13.4 

Light  amber . 

11.8 

Nontable  and  other  table _ _ _ _ _ 

9.6 

Nonstorable:  At  not  less  than  the  market  price  as  determined  by  CCC 
through  the  Cincinnati  ASC8  Commodity  Office. 

Available:  Cincinnati  A8CS  Commodity  Office. 


(Sec.  4,  62  Stat.  1070,  as  amended;  15  U.S.C. 
714b.  Interpret  or  apply  sec.  407,  63  Stat. 
1055;  7  U.S.C.  1427) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Oc¬ 
tober  4,  1962. 

Robert  G.  Lewis, 
Acting  Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Coporation. 

(P.R.  Doc.  62-10101;  Piled,  Oct.  9,  1962; 
8:50  am.] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 
AGENCY  HEADS  ET  AL. 
Delegation  of  Authority 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in  me 
by  Reorganization  Plan  No.  2  of  1953, 
paragraph  b  of  the  delegation  of  author¬ 
ity  dated  November  18,  1953  (18  F.R. 
7498) ,  as  amended,  is  amended  as  follows: 

The  reference  to  the  Director  of  Agri¬ 
cultural  Credit  is  deleted. 

Subparagraph  b(l)  is  amended  by 
striking  out  Farmer  Cooperative  Service, 
Forest  Service,  Soil  Conservation  Service. 

Subparagraph  b(2)  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

(2)  The  Under  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  shall  exercise  general  direction  and 
supervision  of  the  following  agency: 
Foreign  Agricultural  Service. 

Subparagraph  b(3)  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 


(3)  The  Assistant  Secretary  of  Agri¬ 
culture  for  Marketing  and  Stabilization 
shall  exercise  general  direction  and  su¬ 
pervision  of  the  following  agencies: 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 

Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Conservation 
Service. 

Commodity  Exchange  Authority. 

Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation. 

Subparagraph  b(4)  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

(4)  The  Assistant  Secretary  for  Rural 
Development  and  Conservation  shall  ex¬ 
ercise  general  direction  and  supervision 
of  the  following  agencies: 

Farmer  Cooperative  Service. 

Farmers  Home  Administration. 

Forest  Service. 

Office  of  Rural  Areas  Development. 

Rural  Electrification  Administration. 

Soil  Conservation  Service. 

Subparagraph  b(6)  is  amended  by 
striking  out  Office  of  Administrative 
Management,  changing  Library  to  Na¬ 
tional  Agricultural  Library,  and  adding 
Office  of  Management  Appraisal  and  Sys¬ 
tems  Development. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  Octo¬ 
ber  4,  1962. 

Orville  L.  Freeman, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  02-10073;  Piled,  Oct.  9,  1902; 
8:47  a.m.] 


AGENCY  HEADS  ET  AL. 

Amendment  of  Delegation  of  Author¬ 
ity  and  Assignment  of  Functions 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in 
R.S.  161  (5  U.S.C.  22)  and  Reorganization 
Plan  No.  2  of  1953,  the  Secretary’s  Order 
dated  December  24,  1953  (19  FJR.  74) ,  as 
amended,  is  further  amended  as  follows: 

Section  102  is  amended  by  deleting  the 
Director  of  Agricultural  Credit. 

Section  109  is  amended  as  follows: 
Subsection  a.  Federal-States  Rela¬ 
tions  is  amended  by  deleting  therefrom 
the  Forest  Service,  Soil  Conservation 
Service  and  Farmer  Cooperative  Service. 

Subsection  b  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

b.  Foreign  Agriculture: 

Foreign  Agricultural  Service. 

Subsection  c  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

c.  Agricultural  Marketing  and  Stabili¬ 
zation: 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 

Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Conservation 
Service  (Including  Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration  functions  assigned  In  accordance 
with  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  by¬ 
laws). 

Commodity  Exchange  Authority. 

Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation. 

Subsection  d  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

d.  Rural  Development  and  Conserva¬ 
tion: 

Farmer  Cooperative  Service. 

Farmers  Home  Administration. 

Forest  Service.  .  . 

Office  of  Rural  Areas  Development. 

Rural  Electrification  Administration. 

Soil  Conservation  Service. 

The  first  sentence  of  section  116  is 
amended  by  deleting  the  words  ‘‘or  the 
Director  of  Agricultural  Credit”. 

Section  800  is  amended  as  follows: 
Subsection  e  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

e.  Marketing  agreement  and  order 
programs  for  fruits,  vegetables,  tree  nuts, 
hops  and  such  other  commodities  as  may 
be  assigned.  The  functions  under  8e 
Of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  (of 
1933)  as  amended  and  reenacted  by  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  608e-l). 

Subsection  f  is  deleted. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  Octo¬ 
ber  4,  1962. 

Orville  L.  Freeman, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10074;  Filed,  Oct.  9,  1962; 
8:47  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Maritime  Administration 

[Docket  No.  S-142] 

AMERICAN  EXPORT  LINES,  INC. 

Notice  of  Application  and  of  Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  applica¬ 
tion  filed  by  American  Export  Lines,  Inc., 
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NOTICES 


for  written  permission  of  the  Maritime 
Subsidy  Board,  under  section  805(a)  of 
the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936,  as 
amended,  46  UJS.C.  1223  to  allow  this 
company’s  vessels  operating  in  the  sub¬ 
sidized  Line  P  Round-the- World  (East- 
bound)  Service  to  carry  domestic  cargo 
and/or  passengers  from  a  port  or  ports 
in  the  states  of  Washington  and  Oregon 
to  Puerto  Rico.  This  application  may  be 
inspected  by  interested  parties  in  Room 
3095,  General  Accounting  Office  Building, 
441  G  Street  NW.,  Washington  25,  D.C. 

A  hearing  on  the  application  has  been 
set  for  October  26,  1962,  at  10  a.m., 
e.d.t.,  in  Room  3095  of  General  Account¬ 
ing  Office  Building.  The  purpose  of  the 
hearing  under  section  805(a)  is  to  re¬ 
ceive  evidence  relevant  to  whether  grant¬ 
ing  such  application  (a)  would  result  in 
unfair  competition  to  any  person;  firm 
or  corporation  operating  exclusively  in 
the  coastwise  or  intercoastal  service,  or 
(b)  would  be  prejudicial  to  the  objects 
and  policy  of  the  said  Act. 

Any  person,  firm,  or  corporation  hav¬ 
ing  any  interest  (within  the  meaning  of 
section  805(a))  in  such  application  and 
desiring  to  be  heard  on  the  foregoing 
issues  pertinent  to  section  805(a)  must 
before  the  close  of  business  on  Octo¬ 
ber  24,  1962,  notify  the  Secretary,  Mari¬ 
time  Administration,  in  writing,  in  tripli¬ 
cate,  and  file  petition  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene  which  petition  shall  state  clearly 
and  concisely  the  grounds  of  interest, 
and  the  alleged  facts  relied  on  for  relief. 
Notwithstanding  anything  in  Rule  5(n) 
of  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
Petitions  for  leave  to  intervene  received 
after  the  close  of  business  on  October  24, 
1962,  will  not  be  granted  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding. 

Dated:  October  4,  1962. 

James  S.  Dawson,  Jr., 
Secretary. 

(PR.  Doc.  62-10048;  Plied,  Oct.  9,  1962; 

8:45  am.] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

[Department  Order  No.  128  (revised) ;  Arndt. 
No.  3] 

UNDER  SECRETARY  OF  COMMERCE 
FOR  TRANSPORTATION 

Office  of  Emergency  Transportation 

The  following  amendment  to  the  order 
was  issued  by  the  Secretary  of  Com¬ 
merce  on  September  13,  1962.  The  ma¬ 
terial  appearing  at  27  F.R.  987  of  Feb¬ 
ruary  2,  1962:  F.R.  3411-3412  of  April  10, 
1962;  and  27  F.R.  4814  of  May  22, 1962,  is 
further  amended  as  follows;  and  the  ma¬ 
terial  appearing  at  20  F.R.  3835  of  June  1, 
1955,  is  superseded  as  follows: 

The  functions,  personnel,  records, 
funds  and  property  of  the  Defense  Air 
Transportation  Administration  are  here¬ 
by  transferred  to  the  Office  of  the  Under 
Secretary  of  Commerce  for  Transporta¬ 
tion.  Department  Order  No.  137 
(Amended)  of  April  19,  1955  is  hereby 
revoked. 

Accordingly,  section  3  of  Department 
Order  No.  128  (Revised)  of  January  19, 
1962,  as  amended,  is  hereby  amended  as 
follows: 


1.  Section  3.01  is  amended  by  adding 
a  new  subsection  3.01  7  to  read: 

7.  Administer  the  War  Risk  Insurance 
program  under  Title  XIII,  Public  Law 
85-726  (49  U.S.C.  1531-1542). 

Renumber  current  subsection  3.01  7 
as  3.01  8. 

2.  Section  3.02  is  amended  by  adding 
a  new  subsection  3.02  3  to  read: 

3  Develop  plans  for  a  national  pro¬ 
gram  to  utilize  the  air  carrier  civil  air 
transportation  capacity  and  equipment, 
both  domestically  and  internationally,  in 
a  national  emergency. 

Renumber  current  subsections  3.02  3, 
4,  5,  and  6  as  3.02  4,  5,  6,  and  7. 

Effective  date:  September  13,  1962. 

[seal]  Herbert  W.  Klotz, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Administration. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10051;  Filed.  Oct.  9,  1962; 
8:45  am.] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  14659;  FCC  62M-1311] 

CHERRYVILLE  BROADCASTING 
CO.,  INC. 

Order  Continuing  Hearing 

In  re  application  of  Cherryville  Broad¬ 
casting  Co.,  Inc.,  Cherryville,  North  Car¬ 
olina,  Docket  No.  14659,  File  No.  BP- 
14041;  for  construction  permit. 

Upon  verbal  request  of  the  applicant 
and  with  the  concurrence  of  the  other 
parties:  It  is  ordered.  This  4th  day  of 
October  1962,  that  the  hearing  herein 
now  scheduled  for  this  date  be  and  the 
same  is  hereby  rescheduled  for  October 
23,  1962,  10  a.m.  in  the  Commission’s 
Offices,  Washington,  D.C. 

Released:  October  4,  1962. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

'  [seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10089;  Filed,  Oct.  9,  1962; 
8:49  am.] 


[Docket  Nos.  14684r-14686;  FCC  62M-1319] 

NORTHFIELD  BROADCASTING  CO. 
ET  AL. 

Order  Concerning  Procedural  Dates 

In  re  applications  of  Kingsley  H.  Mur¬ 
phy,  Jr.,  and  Carroll  E.  Crawford,  d/b 
as  Northfleld  Breadcasting  Company, 
Northfield,  Minnesota,  Docket  No.  14684, 
File  No.  BP-13872;  Hastings  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Company,  Hastings,  Minnesota, 
Docket  No.  14685,  File  No.  BP-14823; 
Albert  Lea  Broadcasting  Company 
(KATE),  Albert  Lea,  Minnesota,  Docket 
No.  14686,  File  No.  BP-14870;  for  con¬ 
struction  permits. 

The  Hearing  Examiner  having  under 
consideration  a  letter  dated  October  3, 
1962,  submitted  by  counsel  for  North¬ 
fleld  Broadcasting  Company  (North- 
field),  requesting  that  8,11  dates  estab¬ 


lished  in  the  Orders  herein  released  July 
31,  1962  (FCC  62M-1085)  and  October 
1,  1962  (FCC  62M-1292)  be  extended  for 
a  period  of  two  weeks; 

It  appearing,  that  the  principals  of 
Northfield  and  Hastings  Broadcasting 
Company  (Hastings)  are  still  in  the 
process  of  negotiation  and  that  an  agree¬ 
ment  in  principle  has  been  reached  con¬ 
cerning  the  method  of  resolving  the  pres¬ 
ent  conflict  as  to  their  respective  appli¬ 
cations,  but  that  an  additional  period  of 
time  will  be  required  for  the  drafting  of 
necessary  documents  and  the  resolution 
of  certain  matters  still  unresolved;  and 
It  further  appearing,  that  counsel  for 
all  applicants  and  the  Broadcast  Bureau 
have  consented  to  a  grant  of  the  subject 
request  and  that  the  public  interest  re¬ 
quires  immediate  consideration  thereof : 

It  is  ordered,  this  4th  day  of  October 
1962,  that  the  subject  request  is  granted 
and  that  the  procedural  dates  established 
in  the  Orders  released  July  31  and  Octo¬ 
ber  1, 1962,  are  extended  as  follows :  pre¬ 
liminary  exchange  of  engineering  ex¬ 
hibits  and  final  exchange  of  nonengi¬ 
neering  exhibits  from  October  9  to  Oc¬ 
tober  23,  1962,  by  Northfield  and  Hast¬ 
ings  and  from  October  16  to  October  30, 
1962,  by  Albert  Lea  Broadcasting  Com¬ 
pany  (KATE);  further  informal  engi¬ 
neering  conference  from  October  16  to 
October  30,  1962;  final  exchange  of  all 
engineering  exhibits  from  October  19  to 
November  2,  1962;  notification  of  wit¬ 
nesses  desired  for  cross-examination 
from  October  24  to  November  7,  1962; 
and  commencement  of  hearing  from 
October  29  to  November  13,  1962. 

Released :  October  5, 1962. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10090;  Filed,  Oct.  9.  1962; 
8:49  a.m.] 

REVISED  COMPOSITE  WEEK  FOR 
PROGRAM  LOG  ANALYSIS 

October  4,  1962. 

The  following  dates  will  constitute  the 
composite  week  for  use  in  the  prepara¬ 
tion  of  program  log  analyses  submitted 
with  applications  for  AM,  FM  and  TV 
station  licenses  which  have  termination 
dates  in  1963  and  applications  for  major 
changes  in  broadcast  facilities. 

Sunday,  August  5, 1962. 

Monday,  September  25, 1961. 

Tuesday,  January  23,  1962. 

Wednesday,  November  15, 1961. 

Thursday,  April  26, 1962. 

Friday,  May  11,  1962. 

Saturday,  February  24,  1962. 

The  attention  of  licensees  is  also  di¬ 
rected  to  section  IV,  page  3,  Item  10,  of 
the  renewal  application  which  permits 
the  submission  of  any  additional  pro¬ 
gram  data  that  the  applicant  desires  to 
call  to  the  Commission’s  attention,  if, 
in  the  applicant’s  opinion,  the  statistics 
based  on  the  composite  week  do  not  ade¬ 
quately  reflect  the  program  service  rend¬ 
ered. 

Subsequent  to  the  announcement  on 
September  13,  1962  of  the  composite 


Wednesday,  October  10,  1962 
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week  for  the  year  1963  (Public  Notice, 
FCC  62-945),  it  came  to  the  attention 
of  the  Commission  that  the  programs 
likely  to  have  been  broadcast  through¬ 
out  the  U.8.  on  one  or  more  of  the  dates 
selected  for  the  composite  week  were 
atypical.  With  respect  to  those  days, 
the  programming  information  submitted 
by  licensees  in  various  applications  filed 
with  the  Commission  would  not  be  rep¬ 
resentative  of  the  licensees'  program¬ 
ming  generally  throughout  the  year. 
Accordingly,  a  new  composite  week,  set 
forth  above,  has  been  selected.  This  new 
composite  week  supersedes  the  composite 
week  dates  set  forth  in  the  Commission's 
September  13,  1962  Public  Notice,  FCC 
62-945.  In  addition  to  the  information 
required  to  be  filed  with  respect  to  the 
above  Composite  Week,  licensees  may 
also,  if  they  desire,  submit  additional 
data  based  upon  the  original  Composite 
Week  set  forth  in  Public  Notice  FCC 
62-945. 

Adopted:  October  3,  1962. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10091;  Filed,  Oct.  9.  1962; 
8:49  am.] 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

PACIFIC  LINES  AND  ATLANTIC/ 
GULF  LINES 

Notice  of  Agreements  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  described  agreements  have  been  filed 
with  the  Commission  for  approval  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act, 
1916  (39  Stat.  733;  75  Stat.  763;  46  U.S.C. 
814) : 

Agreement  8800,  between  the  member 
lines  of  the  Trans-Pacific  Freight  Con¬ 
ference  of  Hong  Kong  (Pacific  Lines) 
and  those  of  the  New  York  Freight  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Hong  Kong  (Atlantic/Gulf 
Lines) ,  operating  pursuant  to  approved 
Agreements  14-1  and  5700,  respectively, 
and  engaged  in  the  trade  from  Hong 
Kong  to  Canadian  ports  and  ports  of  the 
Pacific,  Gulf  and  Atlantic  coasts  of  the 
United  States,  provides  for  discussion 
and  agreement  on  matters  of  mutual  in¬ 
terest  and  courses  of  action  to  be  taken 
subject  to  the  right  of  the  exercise  of 
independent  action  by  either  upon  ten 
days  notice  to  the  other.  Other  perti¬ 
nent  provisions  provide: 

(1)  That  actions  taken  shall  be  de¬ 
termined  only  by  the  Pacific  Lines  act¬ 
ing  as  a  group,  and  by  the  Atlantic/Gulf 
Lines  acting  as  a  group  according  to  the 
procedures,  quorums,  and  voting  require¬ 
ments  of  Agreements  14-1  and  5700,  re¬ 
spectively; 

(2)  That  any  agreements  will  be  im¬ 
plemented  only  within  the  scope  of  the 
respective  conference  agreements; 

(3)  That  neither  conference  shall  ad¬ 
mit  new  parties  unless  such  parties  shall 
simultaneously  become  parties  to  Agree¬ 
ment  8800; 

No.  197 - 4 


(4)  Agreement  as  to  meetings,  the 
promulgation  of  rules  and  regulations, 
the  filing  of  minutes  with  the  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  the  appointment 
of  a  chairman,  and  the  apportionment  of 
expenses. 

Agreement  8800-1,  between  the  mem¬ 
ber  lines  of  the  Trans-Pacific  Freight 
Conference  of  Hong  Kong  (Pacific  Lines) 
and  those  of  the  New  York  Freight  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Hong  Kong  (Atlantic/Gulf 
Lines),  operating  pursuant  to  approved 
Agreements  14-1  and  5700,  respectively, 
and  engaged  in  the  trade  from  Hong 
Kong  to  Canadian  ports  and  ports  of  the 
Pacific,  Gulf  and  Atlantic  coasts  of  the 
United  States,  provides  that  approved 
Agreement  4379  shall  be  superseded  and 
canceled  simultaneously  with  approval  of 
Agreement  8800.  Agreement  4379,  be¬ 
tween  the  Pacific  Lines  and  the  Atlantic/ 
Gulf  Lines  provides  for  discussion  and 
agreement  with  respect  to  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  rates  in  the  trades  covered. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  these 
agreements  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Bureau  of  Foreign  Regulation,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  and  may  submit  within  20  days 
after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register,  written  statements 
with  reference  to  either  of  these  agree¬ 
ments  and  their  position  as  to  approval, 
disapproval,  or  modification,  together 
with  request  for  hearing  should  such 
hearing  be  desired. 

Dated;  October  5,  1962. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10085;  Filed,  Oct.  9,  1962; 

8:48  am.] 


STOCKHOLMS  REDERIAKTIEBOLAG 
SVEA  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Agreements  Filed  for 
Approval  ' 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  described  agreements  have  been  filed 
with  the  Commission  for  approval  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act, 
1916  (39  Stat.  733;  75  Stat.  763;  46  US.C. 
814) : 

Agreement  9046,  between  Stockholms 
Rederiaktiebolag  Svea  and  Rederiaktie- 
bolaget  Fredrika  (Norton  Line)  and 
Alcoa  Steamship  Company,  Inc.,  covers 
a  through  billing  arrangement  for  the 
transportation  of  general  cargo  under 
through  bills  of  lading  from  loading  ports 
in  Argentina,  Uruguay,  and  Brazil  to 
ports  of  call  of  Alcoa  Steamship  Com¬ 
pany  in  Puerto  Rico  with  transshipment 
at  New  York,  N.Y.,  and  Baltimore,  Md., 
under  terms  and  conditions  set  forth  in 
said  agreement. 

Agreement  9047,  between  Stockholms 
Rederiaktiebolag  Svea  and  Rederiaktie- 
bolaget  Frederika  (Norton  Line)  and 
Alcoa  Steamship  Company,  Inc.,  covers 
a  through  billing  arrangement  for  the 
transportation  of  general  cargo  under 
through  bills  of  lading  from  loading  ports 
in  Argentina,  Uruguay,  and  Brazil  to 


ports  of  call  of  Alcoa  Steamship  Com¬ 
pany  in  the  Virgin  Islands  with  trans¬ 
shipment  at  New  York,  N.Y.,  and  Balti¬ 
more,  Md.,  under  terms  and  conditions 
set  forth  in  said  agreement. 

Agreement  9048,  between  the  Yama- 
shita  Steamship  Co.,  Ltd.  (Yamashita 
Kisen  Kaisha)  and  Alcoa  Steamship 
Company,  Inc.,  covers  a  through  billing 
arrangement  for  the  transportation  of 
general  cargo  from  loading  ports  in 
Japan,  Hong  Kong,  and  the  Philippines 
to  ports  of  call  of  Alcoa  Steamship  Com¬ 
pany  in  Puerto  Rico  with  transshipment 
at  New  York,  N.Y.,  and  Baltimore,  Md., 
under  terms  and  conditions  set  forth 
therein. 

Agreement  9049,  between  the  Yama¬ 
shita  Steamship  Co.,  Ltd.,  (Yamashita 
Kisen  Kaisha)  and  Alcoa  Steamship 
Company,  Inc.,  covers  a  through  billing 
arrangement  for  the  transportation  of 
general  cargo  from  loading  ports  in 
Japan,  Hong  Kong,  and  the  Philippines, 
to  ports  of  call  of  the  Alcoa  Steamship 
Company  in  the  Virgin  Islands  with 
transhipment  at  New  York,  N.Y.,  and 
Baltimore,  Md.,  under  the  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions  set  forth  therein. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  these 
agreements  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Bureau  of  Foreign  Regulation,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  and  may  submit  within  20  days 
after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register,  written  statements 
with  reference  to  any  of  these  agreements 
and  their  position  as  to  approval,  dis¬ 
approval,  or  modification,  together  with 
request  for  hearing  should  such  hearing 
be  desired. 

Dated:  October  5, 1962. 


By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[Fit.  Doc.  62-10086;  Filed.  Oct.  9.  1962; 
8:48  a.m.] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  13728] 

EASTERN  NORTH  CAROLINA  AREA 
AIRLINE  SERVICE  AIRPORT  INVES¬ 
TIGATION 

Notice  of  Cancellation  and  Reassign¬ 
ment  of  Prehearing  Conference 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended,  that  the  prehearing 
conference,  heretofore  assigned  in  the 
above-entitled  proceeding  for  October  22, 
1962,  is  hereby  canceled  and  reassigned 
for  October  19, 1962,  at  2  p.m.,  e.d.s.t.,  in 
Room  803, 1825  Connecticut  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.C. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  October  3, 
1962. 

William  J.  Madden, 
Hearing  Examiner. 

[Fk  Doc.  62-10083;  Filed.  Oct.  9.  1962; 
8:48  am  ] 
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NOTICES 


[Docket  12319] 

PANAMA  CITY-MEMPHIS  ROUTE 
CASE 

I 

Notice  of  Postponement 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  pre- 
hearing  conference  in  the  above-entitled 
proceeding  now  assigned  to  be  held  on 
October  23  is  postponed  to  October  30, 
1962,  10  am.,  e.s.t.,  Room  911,  Universal 
Building,  Connecticut  and  Florida  Ave¬ 
nues  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Barron  Fredricks. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  October  4, 
1962. 

[seal]  Francis  W.  Brown, 

Chief  Examiner. 

[P.R.  Doc.  62-10082;  Piled,  Oct.  9,  1962; 

8:48  a.m.] 


[Docket  9523  etc.] 

REOPENED  PUERTO  RICO  THIRD- 

CLASS  PASSENGER  FARE  INVESTI¬ 
GATION 

Notice  of  Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended,  that  hearing  in  the 
above-entitled  proceeding  is  assigned  to 
be  held  on  October  30,  1962,  at  10  a.m., 
es.t.,  in  Room  725,  Universal  Building, 
Connecticut  and  Florida  Avenues  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  before  the  under¬ 
signed  Examiner. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  October  4, 
1962. 

[seal]  Thomas  L.  Wrenn, 

Associate  Chief  Examiner. 

[P.R.  Doc.  62-10081;  Filed  Oct.  9,  1962; 

8:48  a.m.] 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Pile  7-2242] 

AIR  PRODUCTS  AND  CHEMICALS,  INC. 

Notice  of  Application  for  Unlisted 

Trading  Privileges  and  of  Oppor¬ 
tunity  for  Hearing 

October  4, 1962. 

In  the  matter  of  application  of 
the  Philadelphia-Baltimore-Washington 
Stock  Exchange  for  unlisted  trading 
privileges  in  a  certain  security. 

The  above  named  national  securities 
exchange  has  filed  an  application  with 
the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
pursuant  to  Section  12(f)  (2)  of  the  Se¬ 
curities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  and  Rule 
12f-l  thereunder,  for  unlisted  trading 
privileges  in  the  common  stock  of  the 
following  company,  which  security  is 
listed  and  registered  on  one  or  more 
other  national  securities  exchanges;  Air 
Products  and  Chemicals,  Inc.;  File 
7-2242. 

Upon  receipt  of  a  request,  on  or  before 
October  19, 1962  from  any  interested  per¬ 
son,  the  Commission  will  determine 
whether  the  application  shall  be  set  down 


for  hearing.  Any  such  request  should 
state  briefly  the  nature  of  the  interest 
of  the  person  making  the  request  and  the 
position  he  proposes  to  take  at  the  hear¬ 
ing,  if  ordered.  In  addition,  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may  submit  his  views  or  any 
additional  facts  bearing  on  the  said  ap¬ 
plication  by  means  of  a  letter  addressed 
to  the  Secretary,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission,  Washington  25, 
D.C.,  not  later  than  the  date  specified. 
If  no  one  requests  a  hearing,  this  appli¬ 
cation  will  be  determined  by  order  of  the 
Commission  on  the  basis  of  the  facts 
stated  therein  and  other  information 
contained  in  the  official  files  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  pertaining  thereto. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-10067;  Piled,  Oct.  9,  1962; 

8:47  a.m.] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  2301 

MOTOR  CARRIER  ALTERNATE  ROUTE 
DEVIATION  NOTICES 

October  5, 1962. 

The  following  letter-notices  of  pro¬ 
posals  to  operate  over  deviation  routes 
for  operating  convenience  only  have  been 
filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  under  the  Commission’s  devi¬ 
ation  rules  revised,  1957  (49  CFR  211.1 
(c)  (8) )  and  notice  thereof  to  all  inter¬ 
ested  persons  is  hereby  given  as  provided 
in  such  rules  (49  CFR  211.1(d)(4)). 

Protests  against  the  use  of  any  pro¬ 
posed  deviation  route  herein  described 
may  be  filed  with  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission  in  the  manner  and 
form  provided  in  such  rules  (49  CFR 
211.1(e) )  at  any  time  but  will  not  oper¬ 
ate  to  stay  commencement  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  operations  unless  filed  within  30 
days  from  the  date  of  publication. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  under  the  Commission’s 
deviation  rules  revised,  1957,  will  be 
numbered  consecutively  for  convenience 
in  identification  and  protests  if  any 
should  refer  to  such  letter-notices  by 
number. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC-629  (Deviation  No.  6) ,  HELM’S 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  268, 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  filed  August  20,  1962. 
Attorney  Samuel  P.  Delisi,  1515  Park 
Building,  Pittsburgh  22,  Pa.  Carrier 
proposes  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities, 
with  certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  From  Granville,  Ohio, 
over  Ohio  Highway  161  to  junction  Ohio 
Highway  4,  and  thence  over  Ohio  High¬ 
way  4  to  Springfield,  Ohio,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only.*  The  notice  indicates  that 
the  carrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  the  same  commodities  over  a 
pertinent  service  route  as  follows:  From 
Granville  over  Ohio  Highway  16  to 


Columbus,  Ohio,  and  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  40  to  Springfield,  and  return 
over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC-64939  (Deviation  No.  3) ,  KEY¬ 
STONE  TRANSFER  CO.,  INC.,  100  Scot¬ 
land  Street,  Pittsburgh  12,  Pa.,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  20, 1962.  Attorney  Samuel  P.  Delisi, 
1515  Park  Building,  Pittsburgh  22,  Pa. 
Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  com¬ 
modities,  with  certain  exceptions,  over 
a  deviation  route  as  follows:  From  Fair¬ 
mont,  W.  Va.,  over  West  Virginia  High¬ 
way  73  to  Bridgeport,  W.  Va.,  and  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  50  to  Clarksburg, 
W.  Va.,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
for  operating  convenience  only.  The  no¬ 
tice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is  pres¬ 
ently  authorized  to  transport  the  same 
commodities  over  a  pertinent  service 
route  as  follows:  From  Fairmont  over 
U.S.  Highway  19  to  Clarksburg,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Passengers 

No.  MC-1501  (Deviation  No.  86), 
THE  GREYHOUND  CORPORATION 
(SOUTHERN  GREYHOUND  LINES 
DIVISION),  5260  Peachtree  Industrial 
Boulevard,  Chamblee,  Ga.,  filed  Septem¬ 
ber  24,  1962.  Carrier  proposes  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  of  passengers  and  their  baggage, 
over  a  deviation  route  as  follows:  From 
junction  of  U.S.  Highway  60  and  access 
road  (Kentucky  Highway  841)  near  Mid¬ 
dletown,  Ky.,  over  Kentucky  Highway 
841  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  64, 
thence  over  Interstate  Highway  64  to 
access  road  (U.S.  Highway  127) ,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  127  to  Frankfort,  Ky., 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  for  op¬ 
erating  convenience  only.  The  notice 
indicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently 
authorized  to  transport  passengers  over 
a  pertinent  service  route  as  follows: 
From  Huntington,  W.  Va.,  over  U.S. 
Highway  60  to  Louisville,  Ky.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  31-W  via  West  Point, 
Ky.,  to  Tip  Top,  Ky.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  60  to  Henderson,  Ky.,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route. 

No  .MC-1501  (Deviation  No.  87), 
THE  GREYHOUND  CORPORATION 
(SOUTHERN  GREYHOUND  LINES 
DIVISION),  5260  Peachtree  Industrial 
Boulevard,  Chamblee,  Ga.,  filed  Septem¬ 
ber  24,  1962.  Carrier  proposes  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle  of  passengers  and  their  baggage 
over  a  deviation  route  as  follows:  From 
Covington,  Ky.,  over  Interstate  Highway 
75  to  Williamstown,  Ky.,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  for  operating  conven¬ 
ience  only.  The  notice  indicates  that 
the  carrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  passengers  over  a  pertinent 
service  route  as  follows:  From  Cincin¬ 
nati,  Ohio,  over  U.S.  Highway  25  to 
Lexington,  Ky.  (also  from  Cincinnati 
across  the  Ohio  River  to  Covington,  Ky., 
thence  over  Kentucky  Highway  17  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  27,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  27  to  Lexington)  and 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  27  to  Chatta¬ 
nooga,  Tenn.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

No.  MC-1501  (Deviation  No.  88), 
THE  GREYHOUND  CORPORATION 
(SOUTHERN  GREYHOUND  LINES  DI- 
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VISION),  5260  Peachtree  Industrial 
Boulevard,  Chamblee,  Ga.,  filed  Septem¬ 
ber  24,  1962.  Carrier  proposes  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle  of  passengers  and  their  baggage 
over  a  deviation  route  as  follows:  Prom 
junction  U.S.  Highway  11  and  Interstate 
Highway  59  one-half  mile  south  of 
Nicholson,  over  Interstate  Highway  59 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  11  one-half 
mile  north  of  Pearl  River,  La.,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route,  for  operating 
convenience  only.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  passengers  over  a  pertinent 
service  route  as  follows:  From  Birming¬ 
ham,  Ala.,  over  U.S.  Highway  11  via 
Bucksville  and  Box  Springs,  Ala.,  to  New 
Orleans,  La.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

•  Secretary. 

[PR.  Doc.  62-10077;  Piled,  Oct.  9,  1962; 

8:48  ajn.] 


[Notice  486] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  APPLICATIONS  AND 
CERTAIN  OTHER  PROCEEDINGS 

October  5,  1962. 

The  following  publications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission’s  general  rules  of  practice  in¬ 
cluding  special  rules  (49  CFR  1.241)  gov¬ 
erning  notice  of  filing  of  applications  by 
motor  carriers  of  property  or  passengers 
or  brokers  under  sections  206,  209,  and 
211  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  and 
certain  other  proceedings  with  respect 
thereto. 

All  hearings  and  prehearing  confer¬ 
ences  will  be  called  at  9:30  a.m..  United 
States  standard  time  (or  9:30  a.m.,  local 
daylight  saving  time,  if  that  time  is 
observed) ,  unless  otherwise  specified. 

Applications  Assigned  for  Oral  Hearing 
or  Prehearing  Conference 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

No.  MC  921  (Sub-No.  7),  filed  August 
13,  1962.  Applicant:  DEAN  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  Fleming  and  Grant  Streets, 
Corinth,  Miss.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Ed¬ 
ward  G.  Grogan,  Commerce  Title  Build¬ 
ing,  Memphis  3,  Tenn.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  commodities  in  bulk,  commodi¬ 
ties  requiring  special  equipment,  and 
those  injurious  or  contaminating  to 
other  lading),  between  Selmer,  Tenn., 
and  Nashville,  Tenn.;  from  Selmer  over 
U.S.  Highway  45  to  Henderson,  Tenn.; 
thence  over  Tennessee  Highway  100  to 
its  junction  with  Tennessee  Highway 
22A;  thence  over  Tennessee  Highway 
22A  to  Lexington,  Tenn.;  thence  over 
Tennessee  Highway  20  to  Parsons,  Tenn.; 
thence  over  Tennessee  Highway  100  to 
Nashville,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points. 

HEARING:  December  3,  1962,  at  the 
Dinkler-Andrew  Jackson  Hotel,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.,  before  Joint  Board  No.  107. 

No.  MC  1124  (Sub-No.  186) .  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  12,  1962.  Applicant:  HERRIN 


TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  a  cor¬ 
poration,  2301  McKinney,  Houston,  Tex. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Ralph  W.  Pulley, 
Jr.,  First  National  Bank  Building,  Dallas 
2,  Tex.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment) ,  serving  Strang,  Bay- 
town,  La  Porte,  Morgans  Point,  Shore 
Acres,  Fairmont  Park,  Lomax,  and 
Lynchburg,  Tex.,  and  the  plant  or  instal¬ 
lation  sites  of  the  Celanese  Corporation 
of  America,  E.  I.  DuPont  De  Nemours, 
The  Greif  Bros.,  Cooperage  Corporation, 
U5.  Industrial  Chemical  Company,  and 
Texas  Alkyls  Company,  at  or  near 
Strang,  Tex.,  and  points  on  Texas  High¬ 
ways  225,  134  and  Miller  Cut-Off  Road, 
and  NA..S.A.,  located  near  Seabrook, 
Tex.,  as  off  route  points  in  connection 
with  applicant’s  authorized  regular 
route  operations  at  Houston,  Tex. 

HEARING:  December  3,  1962,  at  the 
Federal  Office  Building,  Franklin  and 
Fannin  Streets,  Houston,  Tex.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  77,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  before 
Examiner  Alton  R.  Smith. 

No.  MC  1124  (Sub-No.  187),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  13,  1962.  Applicant:  HERRIN 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  a  cor¬ 
poration,  2301  McKinney  Avenue,  Hous¬ 
ton,  Tex.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Ralph 
W.  Pulley,  Jr.,  First  National  Bank  Build¬ 
ing,  Dallas  2,  Tex.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  injurious  or  contaminating  to 
other  lading),  serving  the  plant  site  of 
the  Gulf  Oil  Corporation  near  the  inter¬ 
section  of  Texas  Highway  146  and  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  10  as  an  off -route  point 
in  connection  with  applicant’s  author¬ 
ized  regular  route  operations  at  Houston, 
Texas. 

HEARING:  December  5,  1962,  at  the 
Federal  Office  Building,  Franklin  and 
Fannin  Streets,  Houston,  Tex.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  77,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Alton  R.  Smith. 

No.  MC  2202  (Sub-No.  237) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  17,  1962.  Applicant:  ROADWAY 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  147  Park  Street,  Akron, 
Ohio.  Applicant’s  attorney:  J.  G.  Dail, 
Jr.,  2001  Massachusetts  Avenue  NW., 
Washington  6,  D.C.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value,  Classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  livestock,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment),  serving  Counce,  Tenn.,  as 
an  off -route  point  in  connection  with 
applicant’s  presently  authorized  regular 
routes. 

HEARING:  December  5,  1962,  at  the 
Dinkler-Andrew  Jackson  Hotel,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.,  before  Joint  Board  No.  107. 


No.  MC  4964  (Sub-No.  29),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  20,  1962.  Applicant:  ROY  L. 
JONES,  INC.,  915  McCarty  Avenue, 
Houston,  Tex.  Applicant’s  attorney : 
James  J.  Williams,  1825  Jefferson  Place 
NW.,  Washington  6,  D.C.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Commodities,  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  which,  because  of  size, 
weight,  or  other  physical  characteristics, 
requires  the  use  of  special  equipment, 
rigging  or  handling,  together  with  parts 
and  attachments  thereto  when  moving 
in  connection  therewith,  and  contrac¬ 
tor’s  equipment,  machinery,  materials 
and  supplies,  (1)  between  points  in 
Louisiana,  New  Mexico,  and  Texas,  (2) 
between  points  in  Alabama,  Florida, 
Georgia,  and  Mississippi,  (3)  between 
points  in  Colorado,  Kansas,  Oklahoma, 
and  Texas,  (4)  between  points  in  Louisi¬ 
ana,  New  Mexico,  and  Texas,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Arkansas,  Florida,  Georgia,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  and  Tennessee,  and  (5)  between 
points  in  Colorado,  Kansas,  New  Mexico, 
Oklahoma,  and  Texas  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Arizona, 
Idaho,  Iowa,  Missouri,  Montana,  Ne¬ 
braska,  New  Mexico,  Nevada,  North  Da¬ 
kota,  South  Dakota,  Utah,  and  Wyoming. 

Note:  No  duplication  of  authority  Is 
sought. 

HEARING:  December  10,  1962,  at  the 
Federal  Office  Building,  Franklin  and 
Fannin  Streets,  Houston,  Tex.,  before 
Examiner  Alton  R.  Smith. 

No.  MC  21170  (Sub-No.  41) ,  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  4,  1962.  Applicant:  BOS  LINES, 
INC.,  408  South  12th  Avenue,  Marshall¬ 
town,  Iowa.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Thomas  F.  Kilroy,  1815  H  Street  NW., 
Washington  6,  D.C.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  Elmira,  N.Y„  to 
points  in  Indiana,  Illinois,  Michigan, 
Missouri,  Pennsylvania,  and  Ohio. 

HEARING:  October  22,  1962,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Exam¬ 
iner  Garland  E.  Taylor. 

No.  MC  29130  (Sub-No.  96) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  31,  1962.  Applicant:  THE  ROCK 
ISLAND  MOTOR  TRANSIT  COM¬ 
PANY,  a  corporation,  402  Plymouth 
Building,  919  Walnut  Street,  Des  Moines 
9,  Iowa.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Thomas 
L  Megan,  139  West  Van  Buren  Street, 
Chicago  5,  Ill.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting : 
General  commodities,  including  all 
classes  of  explosives,  articles  requiring 
special  equipment  and  commodities  in 
bulk  (except  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission),  (1)  between  points 
in  Bates,  Benton,  Camden,  Cass,  Cedar, 
Clay,  Cole,  Cooper,  Henry,  Hickory,  Jack- 
son,  Johnson,  Lafayette,  Miller,  Moni¬ 
teau,  Morgan,  Pettis,  Saline,  St.  Clair, 
and  Vernon  Counties,  Mo.,  and  (2)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  the  above-named  coun¬ 
ties  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kans., 
Commercial  Zone,  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  restricted  to  shipments  moving 
to  or  from  missile  sites  of  the  Minuteman 
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Missile  Complex  of  Whiteman  Air  Force 
Base,  Mo. 

HEARING :  December  7,  1962,  at  the 
Missouri  Hotel,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.,  be¬ 
fore  Joint  Board  No.  36,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  A.  Lane  Cricher. 

No.  MC  43654  (Sub-No.  54),  filed  July 
5,  1962.  DIXIE  OHIO  EXPRESS,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  750,  237  Fountain  Street,  Ak¬ 
ron  9,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Harry  McChesney,  Jr.,  711  McClure 
Building,  Frankfort,  Ky.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Tires,  tubes,  rubber  arti¬ 
cles,  and  textile  factor  products,  between 
points  in  Alabama  and  Georgia,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Ardmore, 
Ala.  (old  U.S.  Highway  31),  Ringgold, 
Ga.  (U.S.  Highway  41),  Dalton,  Ga. 
(Georgia  Highway  71),  Wildwood,  Ga. 
(U.S.  Highway  11) ,  and  Cartersville,  Ga. 
(U.S.  Highway  411). 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 
Duplication  with  present  authority  to  be 
eliminated.  Applicant  has  filed  simultane¬ 
ously  herewith  a  petition  for  modification  of 
its  Certificate  in  No.  MC  43654  and  requests 
that  said  petition  and  this  BMC  78  applica¬ 
tion  be  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
and  assigned  for  oral  hearing  upon  a  joint 
record. 

HEARING:  December  10,  1962,  at  680 
West  Peachtree  Street  NW.,  Atlanta,  Ga., 
before  Joint  Board  No.  157,  or,  if  the 
Joint  Board  waives  its  right  to  partici¬ 
pate,  before  Examiner  Parks  M.  Low. 

No.  MC  52709  (Sub-No.  185)  (AMEND¬ 
MENT),  filed  August  27,  1962,  published 
Federal  Register  issue  October  3,  1962, 
and  republished  as  amended  this  issue. 
Applicant:  RINGSBY  TRUCK  LINES, 
INC.,  3201  Ringsby  Court,  Denver  5, 
Colo.  Applicant’s  representative:  Eu¬ 
gene  St.  M.  Hamilton  (same  address  as 
applicant ) .  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value,  dangerous  explosives,  live¬ 
stock,  household  goods  as  defined  in 
Practices  of  Motor  Common  Carriers  of 
Household  Goods,  17  M.C.C.  467,  liquid 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment),  between 
Craig,  Colo.,  and  Casper,  Wyo.;  from 
Craig  over  Colorado  Highway  13  to  the 
Colorado-Wyoming  State  line,  thence 
over  Wyoming  Highway  789  to  its  junc¬ 
tion  with  Wyoming  Highway  220  at  or 
near  Muddy  Gap,  Wyo.,  thence  over  Wy¬ 
oming  Highway  220  to  Casper,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route,  serving  no 
intermediate  points,  as  an  alternate 
route  for  operating  convenience  only,  in 
connection  with  applicant’s  authorized 
regular-route  operations. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  authority  re¬ 
quested  herein  is  subject  to  the  restriction 
that  all  traffic  must  have  a  prior  or  subse¬ 
quent  movement  by  raU  and  be  interchanged 
between  carrier  and  the  Chicago  and  North 
Western  Railway  Company  at  Casper,  Wyo. 
The  purpose  of  this  republication  is  to  add 
the  above  restriction  to  the  authority  previ¬ 
ously  sought. 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned  No¬ 
vember  12,  1962,  at  New  Customs  House, 
Denver,  Colo.,  before  Joint  Board  No.  50, 


or,  if  the  Joint  Board  waives  its  right  to 
participate,  before  Examiner  Andrew  P. 
Goldstein. 

No.  MC  52751  (Sub-No.  32),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  16,  1962.  Applicant:  ACE  LINES, 
INC.,  4143  East  43d  Street,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wil¬ 
liam  A.  Landau,  1307  East  Walnut  Street, 
Des  Moines  16,  Iowa.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Irrigation  systems  and  concrete 
construction  forms,  from  Valley,  Nebr., 
to  points  in  Iowa,  Illinois,  Minnesota, 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and 
Wisconsin. 

Note  :  Common  control  may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  December  4, 1962,  at  Room 
401,  Old  Federal  Office  Building,  Fifth 
and  Court  Avenues,  Des  Moines,  Iowa, 
before  Examiner  Francis  A.  Welch. 

No.  MC  59120  (Sub-No.  21),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  27,  1962.  Applicant:  EAZOR 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  15-26th  Street,  Pitts¬ 
burgh  22,  Pa.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  equipment  and 
those  injurious  or  contaminating  to 
other  lading),  serving  Victor,  N.Y.,  as 
an  offroute  point  in  connection  with 
applicant’s  authorized  regular  route 
operations. 

HEARING:  October  17,  1962,  at  the 
Manger  Hotel,  Rochester,  N.Y.,  before 
Examiner  Wm.  N.  Culbertson. 

No.  MC  61506  (Sub-No.  15),  filed  June 
25,  1962.  Applicant:  RUSSELL  TRANS¬ 
FER  COMPANY,  INC.,  Athens-Augusta 
Highway,  Washington,  Ga.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Theodore  M.  Forbes,  Jr.,  Citi¬ 
zens  &  Southern  National  Bank  Building, 
Atlanta  3,  Ga.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Trailers,  semitrailers  and  freight 
containers,  owned  by  the  Gulf  Oil  Cor¬ 
poration,  between  railroad  trailer-on- 
flatcar  loading  and  unloading  facilities 
in  Virginia,  Kentucky,  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Alabama, 
Georgia,  and  Florida  on  the  one  hand, 
and  on  the  other,  points  within  said 
States,  the  operations  being  restricted 
to  transportation  in  connection  with 
prior  or  subsequent  transportation  of  the 
above-stated  items  by  rail,  and  under 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
the  Gulf  Oil  Corporation. 

HEARING:  December  3,  1962,  at  680 
West  Peachtree  Street  NW.,  Atlanta,  Ga., 
before  Examiner  Parks  M.  Low. 

No.  MC  69116  (Sub-No.  71),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  28,  1962.  Applicant:  SPECTOR 
FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  INC.,  3100  South 
Wolcott  Avenue,  Chicago  8,  Ill.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  David  Axelrod,  39  South 
La  Salle  Street.,  Chicago  3,  Ill.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transpprting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
Classes  A  and  B .  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 


special  equipment) ,  serving  Victor,  N.Y., 
as  an  offroute  point  in  connection  with 
applicant’s  regular  route  operations. 

HEARING:  October  17,  1962,  at  the 
Manger  Hotel,  Rochester,  N.Y.,  before 
Examiner  Wm.  N.  Culbertson. 

No.  MC  74321  (Sub-No.  24) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  20,  1962.  Applicant:  B.  F.  WALK¬ 
ER,  INC.,  650  17th  Street,  Denver  2,  Colo. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  James  J.  Williams, 
1825  Jefferson  PI.  NW.,  Washington  6, 
D.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Com¬ 
modities,  the  transportation  of  which, 
because  of  size,  weight  or  other  physical 
characteristics,  requires  the  use  of  spe¬ 
cial  equipment,  rigging  or  handling,  to¬ 
gether  with  parts  and  attachments 
thereto  when  moving  in  connection 
therewith;  and  contractor’s  equipment, 
machinery,  materials  and  supplies,  (1) 
between  points  in  Louisiana,  New  Mex¬ 
ico,  and  Texas,  (2)  between  points  in 
Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia,  and  Missis¬ 
sippi,  (3)  between  points  in  Colorado, 
Kansas,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas,  (4)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Louisiana,  New  Mexico, 
and  Texas,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Mississippi,  and  Ten¬ 
nessee,  and  (5)  between  points  in  Colo¬ 
rado,  Kansas,  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma, 
and  Texas,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Arizona,  Idaho,  Iowa, 
Missouri,  Montana,  Nebraska,  New  Mex¬ 
ico,  Nevada,  North  Dakota,  South  Da¬ 
kota,  Utah,  and  Wyoming. 

Note:  Applicant  states  no  duplication  of 
authority  is  sought. 

HEARING:  December  10,  1962,  at  the 
Federal  Office  Building,  Franklin  and 
Fannin  Streets,  Houston,  Tex.,  before 
Examiner  Alton  R.  Smith. 

No.  MC  78786  (Sub-No.  242),  filed 
September  14,  1962.  Applicant:  PA¬ 
CIFIC  MOTOR  TRUCKING  COMPANY, 
a  corporation,  110  Market  Street,  San 
Francisco  11,  Calif.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  John  MacDonald  Smith,  65  Market 
Street,  San  Francisco  5,  Calif.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
injurious  or  contaminating  to  other 
lading),  between  Eugene,  Oreg.,  and 
Cushman,  Oreg.,  from  Eugene  over  un¬ 
numbered  highways,  through  Veneta, 
Elmira,  Noti,  Walton,  Globe,  and  Austa, 
to  the  junction  Oregon  Highway  F  at 
Linslaw,  thence  over  Oregon  Highway  F 
to  its  junction  with  Oregon  Highway  36 
at  Mapleton,  thence  over  Oregon  High¬ 
way  36  to  Cushman,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  the  intermediate 
points  on  that  portion  of  the  route  east 
of  Mapleton  and  the  offroute  point  of 
Vaughn. 

Note:  Applicant  is  also  authorized  to 
conduct  operations  as  a  contract  carrier  in 
Permit  78787;  therefore,  dual  operations  may 
be  involved.  It  Is  further  noted  that  com¬ 
mon  control  may  be  Involved. 

HEARING:  November  19,  1962,  at  the 
Eugene  Hotel,  Eugene,  Oreg.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  172. 
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No.  MC  82808  (Sub-No.  4) ,  filed  May 
28,  1962.  Applicant:  LEWIS  R.  HUNT 
AND  C.  L.  HUNT,  a  partnership,  doing 
business  as  HUNT  AND  SON,  Holden, 
Mo.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Joseph  R. 
Nacy,  117  West  High  Street,  P.O.  Box 
352,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value,  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  and  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  (1)  Between  points  in 
the  Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kansas  City,  Kans., 
Commercial  Zone,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  all  railheads,  interconti¬ 
nental  ballistic  missile  launching  sites, 
control  points,  supply  points,  warehouses 
and  supply  dumps  located,  or  to  be  lo¬ 
cated,  within  the  Whiteman  Air  Force 
Base  Intercontinental  Ballistic  Missile 
Complex  within  Vernon,  Bates,  Cass, 
Cedar,  St.  Clair,  Henry,  Johnson,  Lafay¬ 
ette,  Benton,  Pettis,  Saline,  Morgan, 
Cooper,  and  Moniteau  Counties,  Mo., 
and  (2)  between  all  railheads,  intercon¬ 
tinental  ballistic  missile  launching  sites, 
control  points,  supply  points,  warehouses 
and  supply  dumps  located  or  to  be  lo¬ 
cated,  within  the  Whiteman  Air  Force 
Base  Intercontinental  Ballistic  Missile 
Complex  within  Vernon,  Bates,  Cass, 
Cedar,  St.  Clair,  Henry,  Johnson,  Lafay¬ 
ette,  Benton,  Pettis,  Saline,  Morgan, 
Cooper,  and  Moniteau  Counties,  Mo. 

HEARING:  December  7,  1962,  at  the 
Missouri  Hotel,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.,  be¬ 
fore  Joint  Board  No.  36,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  A.  Lane  Cricher. 

No.  MC  92983  (Sub-No.  408) ,  filed  July 
13,  1962.  Applicant:  ELDON  MILLER, 
INC.,  330  East  Washington  Street,  Iowa 
City,  Iowa.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Acids  and  chemicals,  in  bulk,  from  points 
in  Georgia,  Oklahoma,  Utah,  and  Wash¬ 
ington  to  Turner,  Kans. 

HEARING:  December  10,  1962,  at  the 
Park  East  Hotel,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  before 
Examiner  A.  Lane  Cricher. 

No.  MC  93318  (Sub-No.  12) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  20,  1962.  Applicant:  JOE  D. 

HUGHES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2143,  4100  Clin¬ 
ton  Drive,  Houston,  Tex.,Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  James  J.  Williams,  1825  Jefferson 
PI.  NW,  Washington  6,  D.C.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Commodities,  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  which,  because  of  size, 
weight  or  other  physical  characteristics, 
requires  the  use  of  special  equipment, 
rigging  or  handling,  together  with  parts 
and  attachments  thereto  when  moving 
in  connection  therewith;  and  contractor’s 
equipment,  machinery,  materials  and 
supplies,  (1)  between  points  in  Louisiana, 
New  Mexico,  and  Texas,  (2)  between 
points  in  Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia,  and 
Mississippi,  (3)  between  points  in  Colo¬ 
rado,  Kansas,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas, 
(4)  between  points  in  Louisiana,  New 
Mexico,  and  Texas,  on  the  one  hand,  and 
on  the  other,  points  in  Alabama,  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Florida,  Georgia,  Mississippi,  and 
Tennessee,  and  (5)  between  points  in 
Colorado,  Kansas,  New  Mexico,  Okla¬ 


homa,  and  Texas,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Arizona,  Idaho, 
Iowa,  Missouri,  Montana,  Nebraska,  New 
Mexico,  Nevada,  North  Dakota,  South 
Dakota,  Utah,  and  Wyoming. 

Note:  Applicant  states  no  duplication  of 
authority  is  sought. 

HEARING:  December  10,  1962,  at  the 
Federal  Office  Building,  Franklin  and 
Fannin  Streets,  Houston,  Tex.,  before 
Examiner  Alton  R.  Smith. 

No.  MC  93649  (Sub-No.  13) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  28,  1962.  Applicant:  DeHART 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  495-A, 
Hickory,  N.C.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
William  M.  York,  201  Jefferson  Build¬ 
ing,  Grpensboro,  N.C.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  New  furniture,  crated  and  uncrated, 
from  Conover,  Granite  Falls,  Hickory, 
Hudson,  Lenoir,  Marion,  Newton,  Tay¬ 
lorsville,  Morganton,  Drexel,  Lincolnton, 
Statesville,  and  North  Wilkesboro,  N.C., 
to  points  in  Connecticut,  Massachusetts, 
and  Rhode  Island. 

HEARING:  November  28,  1962,  at  the 
U.S.  Court  Rooms,  Charlotte,  N.C.,  before 
Examiner  Parks  M.  Low. 

No.  MC  95540  (Sub-No.  442) ,  filed  July 
12,  1962.  Applicant:  WATKINS 

MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  Albany  Highway, 
Thomasville,  Ga.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Joseph  H.  Blackshear,  Gainesville,  Ga. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  and  meat  byproducts  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  from  points 
in  Sumter  County,  Ga.,  to  points  in 
Alabama,  Arkansas,  Colorado,  Connec¬ 
ticut,  Delaware,  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  Florida,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  the  lower 
peninsula  of  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  New  Hampshire, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Vermont, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  December  4,  1962,  at  680 
West  Peachtree  Street  NW.,  Atlanta,  Ga., 
before  Examiner  Parks  M.  Low. 

No.  MC  95540  (Sub-No.  449),  filed 
August  6,  1962.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  Albany  Highway, 
Thomasville,  Ga.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Joseph  H.  Blackshear,  Gainesville,  Ga. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products  and  meat  byproducts  from 
Luling  and  Galveston,  Tex.,  to  points  in 
Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia,  Louisiana, 
Mississippi,  North  Carolina,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  and  Tennessee.  RESTRICTION: 
Service  to  Memphis,  Tenn.,  and  points  in 
Louisiana  and  Mississippi  must  be  for 
part  shipments  with  destinations  beyond. 

HEARING:  November  27,  1962,  at  the 
Granado  Hotel,  San  Antonio,  Tex.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  James  O’D.  Moran. 

No.  MC  98749  (Sub-No.  15),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  10,  1962.  Applicant:  DUR- 

WARD  L.  BELL,  doing  business  as  BELL 
TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  Ryder  at 
Eastman  Road,  Longview,  Tex.  Appli¬ 


cant’s  attorney:  Joe  T.  Lanham,  Suite 
1009,  Perry-Brooks  Building,  Austin  1, 
Tex.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Chemi¬ 
cals,  in  bulk,  (1)  from  the  plant  site  of 
the  Texas  Eastman  Company,  near  Long¬ 
view,  Tex.,  to  Texas  Gulf  .Ports  and 
points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
Louisiana,  Missouri,  Ohio,  and  Tennes¬ 
see,  and  (2)  from  the  plant  site  of  the 
Texas  Eastman  Company,  near  Long¬ 
view,  Tex.,  to  points  in  California,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Nebraska, 
Oregon,  Washington,  and  Wisconsin,  and 
only  empty  containers  or  other  such 
incidental  facilities  (not  specified) ,  used 
in  transporting  the  commodities  specified 
above,  on  return. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  purpose  of  this 
application  Is  to  remove  any  doubt  as  to 
applicant’s  rights  to  “transport  dry  chemi¬ 
cals  in  the  territory  outlined  in  Part  I  and 
to  add  dry  chemicals  in  Part  II  to  the  same 
territory  now  served,  as  well  as  to  eliminate 
any  question  concerning  the  use  of  types 
of  equipment  in  view  of  the  recent  decisions 
of  the  Commission.  Sub  No.  1  should  be  re¬ 
worded  so  as  to  reflect  above  commodity  and 
equipment  description  if  approved  by  the 
Commission”. 

HEARING:  November  29,  1962,  at  the 
Baker  Hotel,  Dallas,  Tex.,  before  Exami¬ 
ner  Alton  R.  Smith. 

No.  MC  98749  (Sub-No.  16) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  10,  1962.  Applicant:  DUR- 

WARD  L.  BELL,  doing  business  as  BELL 
TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  Ryder  at 
Eastman  Road,  Longview,  Tex.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Austin  L.  Hatchell,  Suite 
1009,  Perry  Brooks  Building,  Austin  1, 
Tex.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Chemi¬ 
cals,  in  bulk,  (1)  from  the  plant  site  of 
the  Texas  Eastman  Company,  located 
near  Longview,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware,  Iowa,  Maine,  Mary¬ 
land,  Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  Vermont,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  and  the  District  of  Columbia, 
and  (2)  from  the  plant  site  of  the  Texas 
Eastman  Company,  located  near  Long¬ 
view,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Mississlpi,  North  Carolina,  and 
South  Carolina,  and  only  empty  con¬ 
tainers  or  other  such  incidental  facilities 
(not  specified)  used  in  transporting  the 
commodities  specified  above,  on  return. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  purpose  of  this 
application  is  to  “revise  commodity  and 
equipment  description  so  as  to  remove  any 
question  of  applicant’s  authority  in  view  of 
subsequent  decisions  of  the  Commission. 
Subs  Nos.  9  and  13  should  be  reworded  as  de¬ 
tailed  above  if  this  application  is  approved.” 

HEARING:  November  20,  1962,  at  the 
Baker  Hotel,  Dallas,  Tex.,  before  Exami¬ 
ner  Alton  R.  Smith. 

No.  MC  98952  (Sub-No.  9) ,  filed  May 
21, 1962.  Applicant :  GENERAL  TRANS¬ 
FER  COMPANY,  a  corporation,  2800 
North  Main  Street,  Decatur,  Ill.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Kirkwood  Yockey,  1406 
Morris  Plan  Building,  Indianapolis  4, 
Ind.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Boards,  building,  wall  and  insulating 
fibre  board,  and  pulpboard  made  of 
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vegetable,  wood,  and  mineral  fibres,  and 
moldings  and  fasteners  used  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  installation  of  the  afore¬ 
said  commodities,  from  Vandalia,  Ill.,  to 
points  in  Ohio,  Indiana,  Wisconsin, 
Iowa,  and  the  lower  peninsula  of  Michi¬ 
gan;  and  (2)  damaged  and  rejected  ship¬ 
ments  of  the  above-specified  commodi¬ 
ties,  from  points  in  Ohio,  Indiana,  Wis¬ 
consin,  Iowa,  and  the  lower  peninsula  of 
Michigan  to  Vandalia,  Ill. 

HEARING:  November  28,  1962,  at 
Room  908,  Indiana  Public  Service  Com¬ 
mission,  New  State  Office  Building,  100 
North  Senate  Avenue,  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
before  Examiner  Allen  W.  Hagerty. 

No.  MC  99208  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
April  16,  1962.  Applicant:  SKYLINE 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  2530  Mitchell 
Street,  Knoxville,  Term.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Clarence  Evans,  Third  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  Building,  Nashville  3,  Tenn. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value  and  except  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  in  Practices  of  Motor  Common 
Carriers  of  Household  Goods,  17,  M.C.C. 
467,  commodities  in  bulk,  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment,  and  those 
injurious  or  contaminating  to  other  lad¬ 
ing)  ,  (A)  between  Knoxville,  Tenn.,  and 
Hazard,  Ky.;  from  Knoxville  over  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  33  to  its  junction  with 
U.S.  Highway  25-E;  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  25-E  to  its  junction  with  U.S. 
Highway  119  near  Pineville,  Ky.;  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  119  to  its  junction 
with  U.S.  Highway  421  near  Harlan,  Ky.; 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  421  to  its 
junction  with  Kentucky  Highway  80 
near  Hyden,  Ky.;  thence  over  Kentucky 
Highway  80  to  its  junction  with  Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  15;  thence  over  Kentucky 
Highway  15  to  Hazard,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  and  also  the  off-route  points  of 
Pineville,  Harlan,  and  Hyden,  Ky.,  (B) 
between  Knoxville  and  Tazewell,  Tenn., 
over  U.S.  Highways  11-W  and  25-E 
restricted,  so  as  not  to  authorize  service 
at  any  intermediate  points,  (C)  between 
Knoxville  and  Jellico,  Tenn.,  over  U.S. 
Highway  25-W,  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  (D)  between  Caryville,  Tenn., 
and  Jellico,  Tenn.;  over  Tennessee  High¬ 
way  63  from  Caryville  to  junction  near 
Pioneer  with  unnumbered  highway; 
thence  over  said  unnumbered  highway 
via  Pioneer,  Elk  Valley,  and  Newcomb  to 
Jellico,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
(E)  between  junction  of  U.S.  Highway 
25-W  and  Tennessee  Highway  90  near 
Morley,  Tenn.,  and  Middlesboro,  Ky., 
over  Tennessee  Highway  90  and  Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  74,  (F)  between  LaFol- 
lette,  Tenn.,  and  junction  of  Tennessee 
Highway  63  and  U.S.  Highway  25-E,  over 
Tennessee  Highway  63,  (G)  between 
Knoxville,  Tenn.,  and  Lake  City,  Tenn., 
via  Tennessee  Highway  441.,  (H)  be¬ 
tween  Knoxville  and  Gatlinburg,  Tenn.; 
over  U.S.  Highway  70  between  Knoxville 
and  Newport;  over  Tennessee  Highway 
32  between  Newport  and  the  junction  of 
Tennessee  Highway  32  with  Tennessee 
Highway  73  near  Cosby,  and  over  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  73  between  said  junction 
and  Gatlinburg;  also  between  Knoxville 


and  Gatlinburg  over  U.S.  Highway  441, 
(I)  between  Sevierville  and  Newport 
over  U.S.  Highway  411,  (J)  between 
Sevierville  and  Douglas  Dam  over  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  66,  (K)  between  Knox¬ 
ville  and  Melton  Hill  Dam  site,  at  or 
near  the  point  where  Tennessee  High¬ 
way  95  crosses  the  Clinch  River,  serving 
all  points  within  a  five-mile  radius  of 
said  site,  and  (L)  between  Knoxville  and 
Jellico  over  Interstate  Highway  75  and 
between  Knoxville  and  Newport  over 
Interstate  Highway  40,  as  alternate 
routes. 

Note:  Applicant  states  “with  operations 
in  both  directions  over  all  of  the  foregoing 
routes  and  segments  thereof,  with  all  of  said 
routes  and  segments  thereof  to  be  used  in 
conjunction  with  each  other,  with  service  to 
all  intermediate  points  on  any  or  all  of  said 
routes,  except  as  specified.  Applicant  al¬ 
ready  holds  authority  In  Tennessee  intra¬ 
state  commerce  over  all  route  segments  in¬ 
cluded  herein  which  lie  within  Tennessee,  ex¬ 
cept  over  the  Interstate  Highway  routes,  a 
segment  of  Tennessee  Highway  63,  approxi¬ 
mately  two  miles  long,  between  Arthur  and 
U.S.  Highway  25-E,  and  routes  D  and  E 
above,  and  has  been  performing  service  un¬ 
der  Second  Proviso  registration  over  those 
routes.  Applicant  here  seeks  to  convert  the 
registered  authority  to  a  certificate  because 
the  proposed  extension  into  Kentucky  will 
require  cancellation  of  the  registration,  and 
applicant  does  propose  to  take  such  steps  as 
the  Commission  may  direct  to  cancel  the 
registration  if  and  when  the  certificate  is 
issued.” 

HEARING:  December  10,  1962,  at  the 
Dinkier- Andrew  Jackson  Hotel,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.,  before  Joint  Board  No.  25. 

No.  MC  100666  (Sub-No.  47) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  13,  1962.  Applicant:  MELTON 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7295, 
Shreveport,  La.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Max  G.  Morgan,  443-54  American  Na¬ 
tional  Building,  Oklahoma  City  2,  Okla. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Pressure 
treated  forest  products  and  lumber,  (1) 
from  points  in  Oklahoma,  to  points  in 
New  Mexico,  and  (2)  between  points  in 
Texas  and  points  in  New  Mexico. 

HEARING:  November  27,  1962,  at  the 
Federal  Building,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla., 
before  Joint  Board  No.  210  or,  if  the 
Joint  Board  waives  its  right  to  partici¬ 
pate,  before  Examiner  Alton  R.  Smith. 

No.  MC  102567  (Sub-No.  89) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  7, 1962.  Applicant:  EARL  CLAR¬ 
ENCE  GIBBON,  doing  business  as  EARL 
GIBBON  PETROLEUM  TRANSPORT, 
235  Benton  Road,  Bossier  City,  La.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Jo  E.  Shaw,  Bettes 
Building,  Houston,  Tex.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Naphtha,  toluol  and  xylol, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Green¬ 
ville,  Miss.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Florida,  Georgia,  Louisiana,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  and  Tennessee. 

Note:  Applicant  states  it  does  not  seek  any 
duplication  of  existing  authority. 

HEARING:^  December  5,  1962,  at  the 
Federal  Office  Building,  701  Loyola  Ave¬ 
nue,  New  Orleans,  La.,  before  Examiner 
James  OT>.  Moran. 

No.  MC  103880  (Sub-No.  256),  filed 
April  25, 1962.  Applicant:  PRODUCERS 


TRANSPORT,  INC.,  224  Buffalo  Street. 
New  Buffalo,  Mich.  Applicant’s  attorney : 
David  Axelrod,  39  South  La  Salle  Street, 
Chicago  3,  HI.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting : 
(A)  Anhydrous  monomethylamine,  di- 
methylamine  and  trimethylamine,  in 
bulk  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Terre  Haute, 
Ind.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Connecticut, 
Kansas,  Maryland,  New  York,  and  West 
Virginia.  (B)  Spent  amines,  from  Kan¬ 
sas  City,  Kans.,  to  Terre  Haute,  Ind. 

HEARING:  November  26,  1962,  at 
Room  908,  Indiana  Public  Service  Com¬ 
mission,  New  State  Office  Building,  100 
North  Senate  Avenue,  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
before  Examiner  Allen  W.  Hagerty. 

No.  MC  103993  (Sub-No.  164),  filed 
May  25,  1962.  Applicant:  MORGAN 
DRIVE-AWAY,  INC.,  500  Equity  Build¬ 
ing,  Elkhart,  Ind.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
John  E.  Lesow,  3737  North  Meridian 
Street,  Indianapolis  8,  Ind.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Trailers,  designed  to 
be  drawn  by  passenger  automobiles,  in 
initial  movements  in  truckaway  service, 
from  points  in  Kansas  (except  Newton, 
Coffeyville,  Great  Bend,  Hutchinson,  Ar¬ 
kansas  City,  Wichita,  and  McPherson, 
Kans.),  to  points  in  the  United  States, 
including  Alaska,  but  excluding  Hawaii, 
and  (2)  campers  and  camper  coaches, 
from  points  in  Kansas,  to  points  in  the 
United  States,  including  Alaska,  but  ex¬ 
cluding  Hawaii,  and  (3)  empty  contain¬ 
ers  or  other  such  incidental  facilities  (not 
specified)  used  in  transporting  the 
above-specified  commodities,  and  re¬ 
jected  shipments  of  the  commodities 
specified  in  (1)  and  (2)  above,  on  re¬ 
turn. 

HEARING:  December  12,  1962,  at  the 
Park  East  Hotel,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  A.  Lane  Cricher. 

No.  MC  106398  (Sub-No..  195) ,  filed 
May  22,  1962.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
TRAILER  CONVOY,  INC.,  1916  North 
Sheridan  Road,  Tulsa,  Okla.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Harold  G.  Hernly,  711  Four¬ 
teenth  Street  NW.,  Washington  5,  D.C. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Trail¬ 
ers,  designed  to  be  drawn  by  passenger 
automobiles,  in  initial  movements,  in 
truckaway  service,  from  points  in  Ne¬ 
braska  (except  from  Gering)  to  points 
in  the  United  States,  including  Alaska 
but  excluding  Hawaii,  and  (2)  portable 
grain  dryers,  in  truckaway  service,  from 
points  in  Nebraska  to  points  in  the 
United  States,  including  Alaska  but  ex¬ 
cluding  Hawaii,  and  empty  containers  or 
other  such  incidental  facilities  (not  speci¬ 
fied)  used  in  transporting  the  above- 
specified  commodities  in  (1)  and  (2) 
above,  on  return. 

HEARING:  November  26,  1962,  at  the 
Hotel  Sheraton  Fontenelle,  Omaha, 
Nebr.,  before  Examiner  Francis  A.  Welch. 

No.  MC  106398  (Sub-No.  199),  filed 
June  11,  1962.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
TRAILER  CONVOY,  INC.,  1916  North 
Sheridan,  Tulsa,  Okla.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Wm.  R.  Privitt  (same  address  as 
applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
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over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Trailers,  designed  to  be  drawn  by  pas¬ 
senger  automobiles,  in  initial  movements, 
in  truckaway  service,  from  points  in 
Kansas  (except  Augusta,  Newton,  Wichi¬ 
ta,  Coffeyville,  Great  Bend,  Hutchinson, 
McPherson),  to  points  in  the  United 
States,  including  Alaska  but  excluding 
Hawaii,  and  (2)  Campers  and  camper 
coaches,  in  initial  movements,  in  trucka¬ 
way  service,  from  points  in  Kansas  to 
points  in  the  United  States,  including 
Alaska  but  excluding  Hawaii,  and  empty 
containers  or  other  such  incidental  fa¬ 
cilities  (not  specified)  used  in  transport¬ 
ing  the  commodities  specified  in  (1)  and 
(2)  above,  on  return. 

HEARING:  December  14,  1962,  at  the 
Park  East  Hotel,  Kansas  City,  Mo., 
before  Examiner  A.  Lane  Cricher. 

No.  MC  107107  (Sub-No.  214),  filed 
May  14,  1962.  Applicant:  ALTERMAN 
TRANSPORT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  65, 
Allapattah  Station,  Miami  42,  Fla.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  H.  R.  Marlane 
(same  address  as  applicant) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Toilet  preparations,  in 
vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical  re¬ 
frigeration,  from  points  in  the  Chicago, 
Ill.,  Commercial  Zone,  to  points  in 
Florida. 

HEARING:  December  3,  1962,  at  The 
Palmer  House,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Allen  W.  Hagerty. 

No.  MC  107107  (Sub-No.  228),  filed 
July  30,  1962.  Applicant:  ALTERMAN 
TRANSPORT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  65, 
Allapattah  Station,  Miami  42,  Fla. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products  and  meat  by-products,  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  (1)  from 
points  in  Iowa,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
North  Carolina,  and  South  Carolina,  (2) 
from  points  in  Iowa  (except  Dubuque, 
Estherville,  Fort  Dodge,  and  Sioux  City) , 
to  points  in  Florida,  and  (3)  from  points 
in  Iowa  (except  Ottumwa) ,  to  points  in 
Georgia. 

HEARING:  December  5, 1962,  at  Room 
401  Old  Federal  Office  Building,  Fifth 
and  Court  Avenues,  Des  Moines,  Iowa, 
before  Examiner  Francis  A.  Welch. 

No.  MC  107107  (Sub-No.  229),  filed 
August  10,  1962.  Applicant:  ALTER¬ 
MAN  TRANSPORT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  65,  Allapattah  Station,  Miami  42, 
Fla.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products  and  meat  by-products  as 
defined  by  the  Commission  from  points 
in  Sumter  County,  Ga.,  to  points  in 
Alabama,  Arkansas,  Colorado,  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Delaware,  Florida,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana, 
Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Mich¬ 
igan  (lower  peninsula) ,  Minnesota, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  New  Hampshire, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Vermont, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Wisconsin,  and 
District  of  Columbia. 

HEARING:  December  4,  1962,  at  680 
West  Peachtree  Street  NW„  Atlanta, 
Ga.,  before  Examiner  Parks  M.  Low. 


No.  MC  107496  (Sub-No.  245),  filed 
May  21, 1962.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  408  SE.  30th, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
H.  L.  Fabritz  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Acids,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  to  points  in  Kansas, 
and  Omaha,  Nebr. 

Note:  Applicant  conducts  operations  as 
contract  carrier  in  MC  119136  and  subs 
thereunder;  therefore  dual  operations  may 
be  involved. 

HEARING:  December  11,  1962,  at  the 
Park  East  Hotel,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  A.  Lane  Cricher. 

No.  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  403),  filed 
July  9,  1962.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  290  Uni¬ 
versity  Avenue  SW.,  Atlanta  10,  Ga. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Paul  M.  Daniell, 
Suite  214-217  Grant  Building,  Atlanta  3, 
Ga.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products  and  meat  by-products  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  from  points 
in  Sumter  County,  Ga.,  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Arkansas,  Colorado,  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Florida,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana, 
Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Mich¬ 
igan  (Lower  Peninsula) ,  Minnesota, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  New  Hampshire, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Vermont, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Wisconsin,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  December  4,  1962,  at  680 
West  Peachtree  Street  NW..  Atlanta,  Ga., 
before  Examiner  Parks  M.  Low. 

No.  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  412),  filed 
September  14,  1962.  Applicant:  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC., 
290  University  Avenue  SW.,  Atlanta  10, 
Ga.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Paul  M. 
Daniell,  214  Grant  Building,  Atlanta  3, 
Ga.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  and  meat  by-products, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  from 
Waterloo,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Tennessee. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  December  3,  1962,  at 
Room  401,  Old  Federal  Office  Building, 
Fifth  and  Court  Avenues,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa,  before  Examiner  Francis  A.  Welch. 

No.  MC  108248  (Sub-No.  9),  (COR¬ 
RECTION),  filed  August  8,  1962,  pub¬ 
lished  Federal  Register  issue  of  Septem¬ 
ber  26, 1962  and  republished  as  corrected 
this  issue.  Applicant:  SHAW  TRUCK¬ 
ING,  INCORPORATED,  P.O.  Box  84, 
Brockway,  Pa.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
V.  Baker  Smith,  2107  Fidelity-Philadel- 
phia  Trust  Building,  Philadelphia  9,  Pa. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Fertilizer,  fertilizer 
materials,  oyster  shells  and  agricultural 
insecticides  (except  in  bulk  in  tank  or 
hopper  type  vehicles),  from  Baltimore, 
Md.,  and  Cleveland,  Ohio,  to  points  in 


Indiana,  Armstrong,  Clarion,  Venango, 
Forest,  Warren,  McKean,  Potter,  Tioga, 
Cameron,  Elk,  Jefferson,  and  Clearfield 
Counties,  Pa. 

Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republication 
is  to  show  Indiana  a  county  in  Pennsylvania 
rather  than  a  destination  state. 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned  Oc¬ 
tober  31,  1962,  at  Room  709,  U.S.  Ap¬ 
praisers’  Stores  Building,  Gay  and  Lom¬ 
bard  Streets,  Baltimore,  Md.,  before 
Examiner  Richard  A.  White. 

No.  MC  109435  (Sub-No.  25) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  17, 1962.  Applicant:  ELLSWORTH 
BROS.  TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.  O.  Drawer 
J,  Stroud,  Okla.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Max  G.  Morgan,  443-54  American  Na¬ 
tional  Building,  Oklahoma  City  2,  Okla. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Lime,  in 
bulk,  and  in  packages,  from  the  plant 
site  of  St.  Clair  Lime,  located  near  Salli- 
saw,  Okla.,  to  points  in  Kansas,  points  in 
Missouri,  on,  south  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  36  from  the  Missouri-Kansas 
State  line  near  St.  Joseph  to  its  junction 
with  Missouri  Highway  13,  near  Hamil¬ 
ton,  Mo.,  thence  along  Missouri  Highway 
13  to  its  junction  with  U.S.  Highway  65 
near  Springfield,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  65,  to  the  Missouri-Arkansas  State 
line;  those  points  in  Arkansas  on  and 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  65,  those  points  in 
Texas  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  80 
from  Louisiana-Texas  State  line  to  Fort 
Worth,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  287  to 
Amarillo,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  66 
to  the  New  Mexico  State  line  (including 
service  to  points  located  on  the  indicated 
highways  and  specifically  including  the 
Pine  Bluff,  Arkansas  Arsenal),  points  in 
the  Dallas,  and  Fort  Worth  Commercial 
Zones,  and  the  Little  Rock-North  Little 
Rock  Commercial  Zone. 

HEARING:  November  26,  1962,  at  the 
Federal  Building,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla., 
before  Examiner  Alton  R.  Smith. 

No.  MC  110098  (Sub-No.  32),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  20,  1962.  Applicant:  ZERO  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  LINES,  815  Merida 
Street,  Station  A,  Box  7249,  San  Antonio 
7,  Tex.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meat, 
meat  products  and  meat  by-products, 
from  Luling  and  Galveston,  Tex.,  to 
points  in  Colorado,  Montana,  Nevada, 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and 
Wyoming. 

HEARING:  November  28,  1962,  at  The 
Granado  Hotel,  San  Antonio,  Tex.,  before 
Examiner  James  O’D.  Moran. 

No.  MC  110315  (Sub-No.  7) ,  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  2, 1962.  Applicant:  FELTS  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  Railroad  Ave¬ 
nue,  Galax,  Va.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Harold  G.  Hernly,  711  14th  Street  NW., 
Washington  5,  D.C.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Petroleum  and  petroleum  products 
(except  liquid  chemicals),  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Friendship,  N.C.,  to 
points  in  West  Virginia  (except  Peters- 
town  and  points  in  Mercer,  McDowell, 
and  Wyoming  Counties,  W.Va.). 

HEARING:  October  15,  1962,  at  7413 
Federal  Building,  400  North  Eighth 
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Street,  Richmond,  Va.,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  292. 

No.  MC  110525  (Sub-No.  530),  filed 
September  25,  1962.  Applicant:  CHEM¬ 
ICAL  LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  520 
East  Lancaster  Avenue,  Do  wing  town,  Pa. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Ronald  N.  Cobert, 
Munsey  Building,  Washington  4,  D.C. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Aluminum 
chloride,  in  bulk,  in  sealed  tank  ve¬ 
hicles  with  pneumatic  unloading  devices, 
from  Lockport,  N.Y.,  to  Institute,  W.  Va. 

HEARING:  October  19,  1962,  at  the 
Hotel  Buffalo,  Washington  and  Swan 
Streets,  Buffalo,  N.Y.,  before  Examiner 
Wm.  N.  Culbertson. 

No.  MC  110698  (Sub-No.  223),  filed 
August  13,  1962.  Applicant:  RYDER 
TANK  LINE,  INC.,  Winston  Salem 
Road,  P.O.  Box  457,  Greensboro,  N.C. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  R.  D.  Woodall, 
P.O.  Box  2408,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Dry  commodities, 
in  bulk,  between  points  within  a  seventy- 
five  (75)  mile  radius  of  Orange,  Tex., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States,  including 
Alaska. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  December  10,  1962,  at  the 
Federal  Office  Building,  701  Loyola  Ave¬ 
nue,  New  Orleans,  La.,  before  Examiner 
James  O’D.  Moran.  This  assignment  is 
for  applicant’s  presentation  only. 

No.  MC  110698  (Sub-No.  227),  filed 
September  4,  1962.  Applicant:  RYDER 
TANK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  457,  Greens¬ 
boro,  N.C.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Dale 
Woodall,  P.O.  Box  2408,  Jacksonville, 
Fla.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Acids  and 
chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Ringwood,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Tennessee, 
Louisiana,  and  Texas. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  December  6,  1962,  at  the 
Federal  Office  Building,  701  Loyola 
Avenue,  New  Orleans,  La.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  James  O’D.  Moran. 

No.  MC  110698  (Sub-No.  230),  filed 
September  14, 1962.  Applicant:  RYDER 
TANK  LINE,  INC.,  Winston  Salem  Road, 
P.O.  Box  457,  Greensboro,  N.C.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Dale  Woodall,  P.O.  Box 
2408,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Liquid  acids  and  chem¬ 
icals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Texas  City,  Tex.,  to  points  in  North 
Dakota. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  December  7,  1962,  at  the 
Federal  Office  Building,  Franklin  and 
Fannin  Streets,  Houston,  Tex.,  before 
Examiner  Alton  R.  Smith. 

No.  MC  111103  (Sub-No.  9)  (REPUB¬ 
LICATION),  filed  September  7,  1962, 
published  Federal  Register  issue  of 
September  26,  1962,  and  republished  this 
issue.  Applicant :  PROTECTIVE 
MOTOR  SERVICE  COMPANY,  INC., 


725-29  South  Broad  Street,  Philadelphia 
47,  Pa.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Peter 
Platten,  Land  Title  Building,  Philadel¬ 
phia  10,  Pa.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ex¬ 
posed  and  processed  film  and  prints, 
complimentary  replacement  film,  inci¬ 
dental  dealer  handling  supplies  and  ad¬ 
vertising  literature  moving  therewith 
(excluding  motion  picture  film  used  pri¬ 
marily  for  commercial,  theatre  and  tele¬ 
vision  exhibition)  between  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Lebanon  and  Berks  Counties, 
Pa. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  proposed  serv¬ 
ice  will  be  restricted  to  traffic  having  a  prior 
or  subsequent  movement  by  air,  rail  or  motor 
carrier  for  the  account  of  Eastman  Kodak 
Company,  of  Rochester,  N.Y.  The  purpose 
of  this  republlcatlon  Is  to  show  application 
has  been  selected  for  handling  under  the 
no-hearing  procedure.  The  hearing  sched¬ 
uled  for  November  9, 1962,  has  been  canceled. 

No.  MC  111159  (Sub-No.  144),  filed' 
August  10,  1962.  Applicant:  MULLER 
TRANSPORTERS,  LTD.,  P.O.  Box  1123, 
Jackson,  Miss.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Harold  D.  Miller,  Jr.,  Suite  700  Petroleum 
Building,  P.O.  Box  1250,  Jackson  5,  Miss. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Dry  chemicals,  in 
bulk,  between  points  in  Lowndes  and 
Monroe  Counties,  Miss.,  and  Calcasieu 
Parish,  La.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Kentucky,  Louisiana, 
Mississippi,  North  Carolina,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Virginia,  and 
West  Virginia. 

HEARING:  December  3,  1962,  at  the 
Federal  Office  Building,  701  Loyola  Ave¬ 
nue,  New  Orleans,  La.,  before  Examiner 
James  O’D.  Moran. 

No.  MC  111773  (Sub-No.  1) ,  filed  June 
18,  1962.  Applicant:  BLUE  &  WHITE 
SERVICE,  INC.,  2425  Lafayette  Road, 
Indianapolis,  Ind.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Kirkwood  Yockey,  Morris  Plan  Building, 
Suite  1406,  108  East  Washington  Street, 
Indianapolis  4,  Ind.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Wrecked  and  disabled  motor 
vehicles,  other  than  automobiles,  by  the 
truckaway  method,  between  points  in  In¬ 
diana,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Wisconsin  and  Minne¬ 
sota,  and  (2)  used  tractors,  when  being 
transported  to  the  sites  of  wrecked  or 
disabled  tractors,  by  the  truckaway 
method,  from  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  and 
points  in  Indiana  within  75  miles  of  In¬ 
dianapolis,  to  points  in  Wisconsin  and 
Minnesota. 

HEARING:  November  30,  1962,  at 
Room  908,  Indiana  Public  Service  Com¬ 
mission,  New  State  Office  Building,  100 
North  Senate  Avenue,  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
before  Examiner  Allen  W.  Hagerty. 

No.  MC  111812  (Sub-No.  168),  filed 
May  1,  1962.  Applicant:  MIDWEST 
COAST  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
747,  Wilson  Terminal  Building,  Sioux 
Falls,  S.  Dak.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Donald  L.  Stern,  924  City  National  Bank 
Building,  Omaha  2,  Nebr.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 


by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Foods  and  foodstuffs,  fro¬ 
zen,  canned  or  packaged,  (1)  from  points 
in  Pennsylvania  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  15,  extending  from  the  New 
York-Pennsylvania  line  to  junction  with 
UJS.  Highway  11,  and  on  and  north  of 
U.S.  Highway  11,  to  the  Pennsylvania - 
New  York  State  line,  to  points  in  Kansas, 
Missouri,  Wisconsin,  Michigan,  Illinois, 
Maine,  New  Hampshire,  and  Vermont, 
(2)  from  points  in  Pennsylvania  on, 
south,  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  522  from 
the  Pennsylvania-Maryland  State  line  to 
Selinsgrove,  Pa.,  and  thence  south  along 
the  west  bank  of  the  Susquehanna  River 
to  the  Pennsylvania-Maryland  State  line, 
points  in  Rockingham,  Shenandoah, 
Frederick,  and  Warren  Counties,  Va., 
Hancock,  Berkely  Springs,  Inwood,  and 
Martinsburg,  W.  Va..  to  points  in  Iowa, 
Missouri,  Colorado,  Kansas,  Nebraska, 
Minnesota,  Wisconsin,  North  Dakota, 
and  Wyoming. 

Note:  Applicant  states  nc  duplicating  au¬ 
thority  is  sought  by  the  service  proposed 
above.  Common  control  may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  December  5,  1962,  at  The 
Palmer  House,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Allen  W.  Hagerty. 

No.  MC  111823  (Sub-No.  13),  filed 
July  9, 1962.  Applicant:  VON  DER  AHE 
VAN  LINES,  INC.,  4601  Olive,  St.  Louis 
8,  Mo.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Harold  G. 
Hemly,  711  Fourteenth  Street  NW., 
Washington  5,  D.C.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Household  goods,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  between  points  in  Califor¬ 
nia,  Arizona,  and  New  Mexico,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
that  part  of  Arkansas  on  and  east  of 
U.S.  Highway  67,  points  in  Connecticut, 
the  District  of  Columbia,  Illinois,  Indi¬ 
ana,  Kentucky,  Maryland,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Michigan,  that  part  of  Missouri  on 
and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  63,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  South  Carolina,  Tennes¬ 
see,  and  Virginia. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  proposed  serv¬ 
ice  Is  for  gateway  elimination,  and  may  not 
be  Joined  or  tacked  to  any  other  operating 
rights  presently  held. 

HEARING:  November  29,  1962,  at  the 
Pick-Mark  Twain  Hotel,  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
before  Examiner  A.  Lane  Cricher. 

No.  MC  112020  (Sub-No.  166) 
(AMENDMENT)  filed  July  16, 1962,  pub¬ 
lished  Federal  Register  issue  of  October 
3, 1962,  amended  September  26, 1962,  and 
republished,  as  amended,  this  issue.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  COMMERCIAL  OIL  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  1030  Stayton  Street,  Fort 
Worth,  Tex.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Asphalt,  in  bulk,  from  points  in 
Harris  County,  Tex.  to  points  in  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Oklahoma,  and  Louisiana,  (2) 
.drilling  mud,  in  bulk,  from  points  in 
Harris  County,  Tex.  to  points  in  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Oklahoma,  Louisiana,  and  Missis¬ 
sippi,  and  (3)  drilling  mud,  in  bulk, 
which  originates  at  Harris  County,  Tex. 
and  is  stopped  in  transit  for  processing 
at  New  Orleans,  La.,  and  reshipped  from 
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New  Orleans,  La.  to  points  in  Mississippi 
and  Louisiana. 

Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republication  is 
to  show  the  amended  authority  In  lieu  of 
that  previously  sought  and  also  to  add  Mis¬ 
sissippi  as  a  destination  state. 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned  No¬ 
vember  6,  1962,  at  the  Federal  Office 
Building,  Franklin  and  Fannin  Streets, 
Houston,  Tex.,  before  Examiner  Garland 
E.  Taylor. 

No.  MC  112497  (Sub-No.  185),  filed 
May  28,  1962.  Applicant:  HEARIN 

TANK  LINES,  INC.,  6440  Rawlins 
Street,  Baton  Rouge,  La.  Applicant’s 
Attorney:  Harry  C.  Ames,  Transporta¬ 
tion  Building,  Washington  6,  D.C.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Bulk  flour,  from 
Mobile,  Ala.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Louisiana,  and  Missis¬ 
sippi. 

HEARING:  December  7,  1962,  at  the 
Federal  Office  Building,  701  Loyola  Ave¬ 
nue,  New  Orleans,  La.,  before  Examiner 
James  O’D.  Moran  . 

No.  MC-1 12617  (Sub-No.  126),  filed 
August  27,  1962.  Applicant:  LIQUID 
TRANSPORTERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5135, 
Cherokee  Station,  Louisville  5,  Ky.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Defoaming  com¬ 
pounds,  from  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  to  Cal¬ 
houn,  Tenn.,  and  rejected  shipments,  on 
return. 

HEARING:  November  29,  1962,  at  the 
Kentucky  Hotel,  Louisville,  Ky.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  209. 

No.  MC  113651  (Sub-No.  45),  (COR¬ 
RECTION),  filed  August  17,  1962,  pub¬ 
lished  in  Federal  Register  issue  of  Octo¬ 
ber  3,  1962,  republished  this  issue  as 
corrected.  Applicant:  INDIANA  RE¬ 
FRIGERATOR  LINES,  INC.,  2404  North 
Broadway,  Muncie,  Ind.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  William  J.  Boyd,  30  North 
La  Salle  Street,  Chicago  2,  Ill.  As  origi¬ 
nally  published  the  hearing  date  was 
shown  as  November  11,  1962.  This  has 
been  changed  as  follows: 

HEARING:  November  8,  1962,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Exam¬ 
iner  William  E.  Messer. 

No.  MC  114194  (Sub-No.  40)  .filed  May 
17, 1962.  Applicant :  KREIDER  TRUCK 
SERVICE,  INC.,  8003  Collinsville  Road. 
East  St.  Louis,  Ill.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Lard  and  lard  oils,  and  blends 
thereof,  in  bulk,  from  points  in  the  St. 
Louis,  Mo.,  commercial  zone  to  points  in 
Illinois,  Missouri,  Iowa,  Ohio,  Indiana, 
Kentucky,  Tennessee,  Alabama,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Arkansas,  Oklahoma,  Kansas,  and 
Nebraska,  and  rejected  shipments  of 
above  commodities  on  return. 

HEARING:  November  30,  1962,  at  the 
Pick-Mark  Twain  Hotel,  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
before  Examiner  A.  Lane  Cricher. 

No.  MC  115066  (Sub-No.  3),  filed 
May  4,  1962.  Applicant:  LEE  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  728,  Muncie, 
Ind.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Donald  W. 
Smith,  Suite  511,  Fidelity  Building,  In¬ 
dianapolis  4,  Ind.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
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vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Glass  containers,  one  (1)  gallon  or 
less  capacity,  caps,  lids,  labels  and  car¬ 
tons  knocked  down  or  set  up,  from  Win¬ 
chester,  and  Richmond,  Ind.,  to  points 
in  Illinois,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  Milwau¬ 
kee,  Wis.,  and  empty  containers  or  other 
such  incidental  facilities  used  in  trans¬ 
porting  the  above-described  commodities 
and  refused  and  rejected  shipments,  and 
empty  pallets  or  skids,  on  return. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  all  of  the 
above  transportation  is  to  he  performed 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  the  Anchor-Hocking  Glass  Corporation, 
Lancaster,  Ohio. 

HEARING:  November  27,  1962,  at 
Room  908,  Indiana  Public  Service  Com¬ 
mission,  New  State  Office  Building,  100 
North  Senate  Avenue,  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
before  Examiner  Allen  W.  Hagerty. 

No.  MC  115311  (Sub-No.  32),  filed 
July  18, 1962.  Applicant:  J  &  M  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  894, 
Americus,  Ga.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Paul  M.  Daniell,  Suite  214-217,  Grant 
Building,  Atlanta  3,  Ga.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Cement,  lime,  mortar  mix 
and  concrete,  from  Brunswick,  Savan¬ 
nah,  and  Augusta,  Ga.,  to  points  in 
Georgia,  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina, 
and  Florida. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  December  5,  1962,  at  680 
West  Peachtree  Street  NW.,  Atlanta,  Ga., 
before  Examiner  Parks  M.  Low. 

No.  MC  115917  (Sub-No.  11),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  30,  1962.  Applicant:  UNDER¬ 

WOOD  &  WELD  COMPANY,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  348,  Crossnore,  N.C.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Wilmer  A.  Hill,  Transportation 
Building,  Washington,  D.C.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  New  furniture,  from  points 
in  Alexander,  Burke,  Caldwell,  Catawba, 
Davidson,  Davie,  Lincoln,  McDowell,  and 
Wilkes  Counties,  N.C.,  to  points  in  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Arizona,  California,  Colorado,  Idaho, 
Minnesota,  Montana,  Nebraska,  Nevada, 
New  Mexico,  North  Dakota,  Oklahoma, 
Oregon,  South  Dakota,  Texas,  Utah, 
Washington,  Wisconsin,  Louisiana,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  Iowa,  Kansas,  and  Missouri,  and 
rejected  shipments  of  the  commodity 
specified  above,  on  return,  and  (2)  rub¬ 
ber  tires  and  tubes  (new,  used,  retreaded, 
repaired,  including  rims  and  wheels ), 
and  retreading  supplies,  including  mate¬ 
rials  used  in  advertising  and  sales  pro¬ 
motion,  between  points  in  Mitchell  and 
Rowan  Counties,  N.C.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  and  points  in  the  United 
States  (including  Hawaii  and  Alaska). 

HEARING:  November  26,  1962,  at  the 
U.S.  Court  Rooms,  Charlotte,  N.C.,  before 
Examiner  Parks  M.  Low. 

No.  MC  116014  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  29,  1962.  Applicant:  RALPH 

OLIVER  AND  MRS.  SCOTT  OLIVER, 
a  partnership,  doing  business  as  OLIVER 
TRUCKING  CO.,  117  Buckner  Street, 
Winchester,  Ky.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Robert  M.  Pearce,  221*4  St.  Clair  Street, 
Frankfort,  Ky.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 


vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Brick,  from  Stanton,  Ky.,  and  points 
within  five  miles  thereof,  to  points  in 
Ohio,  and  rejected  and  damaged  ship¬ 
ments,  on  return. 

HEARING:  November  29,  1962,  at  the 
Kentucky  Hotel,  Louisville,  Ky.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  37. 

No.  MC  116048  (Sub-No.  6) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  1,  1962.  Applicant:  MANGUM 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  INC.,  Ar- 
rowood,  P.O.  Box  3491,  Charlotte  3,  N.C. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting :  Cereal  food 
preparations,  flaked  or  shredded  (not  for 
human  consumption)  from  Danville,  Ill., 
Augusta,  Ga.,  and  points  in  South  Caro¬ 
lina  to  points  in  North  Carolina. 

HEARING:  November  30,  1962,  at  the 
U.S.  Court  Rooms,  Charlotte,  N.C.,  before 
Examiner  Parks  M.  Low. 

No.  MC  116077  (Sub-No.  118),  filed 
January  19, 1962.  Applicant:  ROBERT¬ 
SON  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  9218, 
5700  Polk  Avenue,  Houston,  Tex.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Thomas  E.  James,  1535 
Esperson  Building,  Houston  2,  Tex.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Dry  commodities, 
in  bulk,  (1)  between  points  within  a  75- 
mile  radius  of  New  Orleans,  La.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
United  States  except  Hawaii  and  Alaska, 
and  (2)  between  points  within  a  75-mile 
radius  of  Orange,  Texas,  on  the  one 
hand,  and  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
United  States  except  Hawaii  and  Alaska. 

Note  :  Applicant  states  that  no  duplicating 
operating  authority  is  sought. 

HEARING:  December  10,  1962,  at  the 
Federal  Office  Building,  701  Loyola  Ave¬ 
nue,  New  Orleans,  La.,  before  Examiner 
James  O’D.  Moran.  This  assignment  is 
for  applicant’s  presentation  only. 

No.  MC  116077  (Sub-No.  135),  filed 
July  24,  1962.  Applicant:  ROBERTSON 
TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  9218,  5700 
Polk  Avenue,  Houston,  Tex.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Thomas  E.  James,  401  Perry- 
Brooks  Building,  Austin  1,  Tex.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Dry  chemicals,  in 
bulk,  between  points  in  Lowndes  and 
Monroe  Counties,  Miss.,  and  points  in 
Calcasieu  Parish,  La.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Alabama, 
Arkansas,  Florida,  Georgia,  Kentucky, 
Louisiana,  Mississippi,  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  West  Virginia. 

HEARING:  December  3,  1962,  at  the 
Federal  Office  Building,  701  Loyola  Ave¬ 
nue,  New  Orleans,  La.,  before  Examiner 
James  O’D.  Moran. 

No.  MC  116200  (Sub-No.  3) ,  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  2,  1962.  Applicant:  UNITED  PAR¬ 
CEL  SERVICE,  INC.,  331  East  38th 
Street,  New  York  16,  N.Y.  Applicant's 
attorney:  S.  Harrison  Kahn,  Suite  733 
Investment  Building,  Washington,  D.C. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  commodities 
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requiring  special  equipment),  (A)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
Delaware,  Maryland,  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  that  part  of  Pennsylvania  included 
in  the  Counties  of  Allegheny,  Armstrong, . 
Beaver,  Bedford,  Blair,  Bradford,  Butler, 
Cambria,  Cameron,  Centre,  Clarion, 
Clearfield,  Clinton,  Columbia,  Crawford, 
Elk,  Erie,  Fayette,  Forest,  Franklin,  Ful¬ 
ton,  Greene,  Huntingdon,  Indiana,  Jef¬ 
ferson,  Juniata,  Lawrence,  Lycoming, 
McKean,  Mercer,  Mifflin,  Monroe,  Mon¬ 
tour,  Northumberland,  Perry,  Pike,  Pot¬ 
ter,  Snyder,  Somerset,  Sullivan,  Susque¬ 
hanna,  Tioga,  Union,  Venango,  Warren, 
Washington,  Wayne,  Westmoreland,  and 
Wyoming,  including  points  in  Ohio  with¬ 
in  ten  (10)  miles  of  the  Ohio-Pennsyl- 
vania  and  the  Ohio-West  Virginia  State 
lines,  and  (B)  between  points  in  the  ter¬ 
ritory  described  in  (A)  above  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  New 
York,  New  Jersey,  Connecticut,  Rhode 
Island,  Massachusetts,  that  part  of  Penn¬ 
sylvania  included  in  the  Counties  of 
Adams,  Berks,  Bucks,  Carbon,  Chester, 
Cumberland,  Dauphin,  Delaware,  Lacka¬ 
wanna,  Lancaster,  Lebanon,  Lehigh, 
Luzerne,  Montgomery,  Northampton, 
Philadelphia,  Schuylkill,  and  York,  that 
part  of  Vermont  on  and  south  of  Vermont 
Highway  9,  that  part  of  New  Hampshire 
on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
New  Hampshire-Vermont  State  line  and 
extending  along  New  Hampshire  High¬ 
way  9  to  Concord,  N.H.,  and  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  202  to  the  New  Hampshire- 
Maine  State  line,  and  that  part  of  Maine 
on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Maine-New  Hampshire  State  line  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  202  to 
junction  Maine  Turnpike,  thence  along 
the  Maine  Turnpike  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  202,  thence  north  along  U.S. 
Highway  202  to  Augusta,  Maine,  and 
thence  south  along  Maine  Highway  27 
to  Boothbay  Harbor,  Maine,  including 
points  on  the  highway  boundary  lines  in 
the  States  of  Vermont,  New  Hampshire 
and  Maine. 

Not*:  Applicant  states  the  following  re- 
restrictions:  (a)  No  service  shall  be  rendered 
In  the  transportation  of  any  package  or 
article  weighing  more  than  50  pounds  or 
exceeding  108  inches  in  length  and  girth 
combined,  and  each  package  or  article  shall 
be  considered  as  a  separate  and  distinct  ship¬ 
ment,  and  (b)  no  service  shall  be  rendered 
between  department  stores,  specialty  shops 
and  retail  stores  and  the  branches  or  ware¬ 
houses  of  such  stores;  or  between  department 
stores,  specialty  shops,  and  retail  stores,  or 
the  branches  or  warehouses  thereof,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  the  premises  of 
the  customers  of  such  stores.  Applicant  fur¬ 
ther  states  that  it  is  a  wholly  owned  subsid¬ 
iary  of  United  Parcel  Service  of  America,  Inc., 
which  also  owns  and  controls  United  Parcel 
Service  of  Pennsylvania,  Inc.,  Philadelphia, 
Pa.;  United  Parcel  Service,  Inc.,  Chicago,  Ill.; 
and  indirectly  owns  and  controls  United 
Parcel  Service  of  Portland,  Portland,  Oreg. 
Applicant  holds  contract  authority  in  MC 
63063  and  Sub  No.  1  thereunder;  therefore, 
dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

PREHEARING  CONFERENCE:  No¬ 
vember  5,  1962,  at  the  Offices  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  before  Examiner  James  C. 
Cheseldine. 

At  the  prehearing  conference  it  is 
contemplated  that  the  following  matters 
will  be  discussed: 


(1)  The  issues  generally  with  a  view 
of  their  simplification; 

(2)  The  possibility  and  desirability  of 
agreeing  upon  special  procedure  to  ex¬ 
pedite  and  control  the  handling  of  this 
application,  including  the  submission  of 
the  supporting  and  opposing  shipper 
testimony  by  verified  statements ; 

(3)  The  time  and  places  of  such  hear¬ 
ing  or  hearings  as  may  be  agreed  upon; 

(4)  The  number  of  witnesses  to  be 
presented  and  the  time  required  for  such 
presentations  by  both  applicant  and 
Protestants; 

(5)  The  practicability  of  both  appli¬ 
cant  and  the  opposing  carriers  submit¬ 
ting  in  written  form  their  direct  testi¬ 
mony  with  respect  to: 

(a)  Their  present  operating  authority, 

(b)  Their  corporate  organizations  if 
any,  ownership  and  control, 

(c)  Their  fiscal  data, 

(d)  Their  equipment,  terminals,  and 
other  facilities; 

(6)  The  practicability  and  desirabil¬ 
ity  of  all  parties  exchanging  exhibits  cov¬ 
ering  the  immediately  above-listed 
matters  in  advance  of  any  hearing;  and 

(7)  Any  other  matters  by  which  the 
hearing  can  be  expedited  or  simplified  or 
the  Commission’s  handling  thereof 

No.  MC  116204  (Sub-No.  6),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  14,  1962.  Applicant:  VAN  E. 
HAMLETT,  3049  Dickerson  Road,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Term.  Applicant’s  attorney :  A.  O. 
Buck,  Suite  434,  Stahlman  Building, 
Nashville  3,  Term.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Fertilizer  and  fertilizer  materials, 
from  points  in  Colbert  County,  Ala.,  to 
points  in  Tennessee  and  points  in  Allen, 
Ballard,  Caldwell,  Calloway,  Carlisle, 
Christian,  Crittenden,  Fulton,  Graves, 
Henderson,  Hickman,  Hopkins,  Living¬ 
ston,  Logan,  Lyon,  McCracken,  McLean, 
Marshall,  Muhlenberg,  Simpson,  Todd, 
Trigg,  Union,  Warren,  and  Webster 
Counties,  Ky.,  and  returned  and  dam¬ 
aged  shipments,  on  return. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  it  proposes  to 
operate  under  contract  with  the  American 
Agricultural  Chemical  Company,  hauling 
from  the  T.V.A.  Fertilizer  plant  located  at  or 
near  Wilson  Dam,  Alabama.  Applicant  holds 
common  carrier  authority  in  MC  118883, 
therefore,  dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  December  5,  1962,  at  the 
Dinkier- Andrew  Jackson  Hotel,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.,  before  Joint  Board  No.  284. 

No.  MC  117686  (Sub-No.  17),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  3, 1962.  Applicant:  RAYMOND  C. 
HIRSCHBACH,  doing  business  as 
HIRSCHBACH  MOTOR  LINES,  3324 
U.S.  Highway  75  North,  Sioux  City, 
Iowa.  Applicant’s  attorney:  J.  Max 
Harding,  Box  2028,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Bananas,  coconuts 
and  pineapples,  from  points  in  Louisiana 
and  Mobile,  Ala.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Arizona,  Arkansas,  California,  Colorado, 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Idaho,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maine,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  Montana,  Ne¬ 
braska,  Nevada,  New  Hampshire,  New 


Jersey,  New  Mexico,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Oregon,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Is¬ 
land,  South  Carolina,  South  Dakota, 
Tennessee,  Texas,  Utah,  Vermont,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Washington,  West  Virginia,  Wis¬ 
consin,  Wyoming,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

HEARING:  October  31,  1962,  at  the 
Federal  Office  Building,  701  Loyola  Ave¬ 
nue,  New  Orleans,  La.,  before  Examiner 
Garland  E..  Taylor. 

No.  MC  117712  (Sub-No.  6),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  10,  1962.  Applicant:  KENNETH 
WEBER,  U.S.  No.  63  North,  Kirksville, 
Mo.  Applicant’s  attorney:  James  Glenn, 
Macon,  Mo.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Logs  and  rough  or  unfinished  lum¬ 
ber,  from  points  in  Missouri  on  and  north 
of  the  Missouri  River  and  from  points 
in  Iowa  on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway 
20  (restricted  in  each  instance  to  points 
which  are  or  may  be  described  properly 
as  logging  sites,  or  nearby  itinerant  saw 
mill  locations),  to  Bearden  and  Little 
Rock,  Ark.,  Louisville,  Ky.,  and  Mem¬ 
phis,  Tenn.,  and  rejected  logs  and  lum¬ 
ber,  on  return. 

HEARING:  December  6,  1962,  at  the 
Missouri  Hotel,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  A.  Lane  Cricher. 

No.  MC  117836  (Sub-No.  3) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  10,  1962.  Applicant:  H.  J. 

NOLL,  6706  Avenue  East,  Houston  11, 
Tex.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Joe  G.  Fen¬ 
der,  2033  Norfolk  Street,  Houston  6,  Tex. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Bananas, 
from  Houston,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Colorado,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma,  and 
Texas. 

HEARING:  December  7,  1962,  at  the 
Federal  Office  Building,  Franklin  and 
Fannin  Streets,  Houston,  Tex.,  before 
Examiner  Alton  R.  Smith. 

No.  MC  118468  (Sub-No.  12) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  10,  1962.  Applicant:  UMTHUN 
TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corporation,  910 
South  Jackson  Street,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  A. 
Landau,  1307  East  Walnut  Street,  Des 
Moines  16,  Iowa.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing  :  Animal  and  poultry  feed  ingredients, 
from  Dubuque,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Illinois, 
Minnesota,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  proposed  serv¬ 
ice  will  be  limited  to  a  transportation  service 
to  be  performed  under  a  continuing  contract 
or  contracts  with  Oyster  Shell  Products  Co. 

HEARING:  December  3, 1962,  at  Room 
401,  Old  Federal  Office  Building,  Fifth 
and  Court  Avenues,  Des  Moines,  Iowa, 
before  Examiner  Francis  A.  Welch. 

No.  MC  119777  (Sub-No.  9),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  29,  1962.  Applicant:  LIGON  SPE¬ 
CIALIZED  HAULER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  31, 
Madisonville,  Ky.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Robert  M.  Pearce,  221  Vfe  St.  Clair  Street, 
Frankfort,  Ky.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Coal  and  limestone,  between  points  in 
Hopkins  and  Christian  Counties,  Ky.,  on 
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the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Tennessee. 

HEARING:  December  4,  1962,  at  the 
Dinkler-Andrew  Jackson  Hotel,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.,  before  Joint  Board  No.  25. 

No.  MC  121269.  Applicant:  D.  M. 
DAVIS,  Box  434,  Route  6,  Parkville,  Mo. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  James  F.  Miller, 
500  Board  of  Trade  Building,  10th  and 
Wyandotte,  Kansas  City  5,  Mo.  Assigned 
for  hearing  to  determine  whether  the 
motor  vehicle  operations  of  D.  M.  Davis 
are  and  will  be  managed  and  operated 
in  a  common  interest,  management,  and 
control  with  those  of  Williams  Transfer, 
Inc.,  a  multiple-State  carrier  under  No. 
MC-3790,  or  any  other  multiple-State 
carrier,  and  whether  D.  M.  Davis  is  eligi¬ 
ble  to  engage  in  operations  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce  within  the  State  of 
Missouri  under  the  second  proviso  of  sec¬ 
tion  206(a)  (1)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act. 

HEARING:  December  13,  1962,  at  the 
Park  East  Hotel,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  before 
Examiner  A.  Lane  Cricher. 

No.  MC  123393  (Sub-No.  13) ,  filed  June 
28,  1962.  Applicant:  BILYEU  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  TRANSPORT  CORPORA¬ 
TION,  1914  East  Blaine  Street,  Spring- 
field,  Mo.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Herman 
W.  Huber,  101  East  High  Street,  Jefferson 
City,  Mo.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meat  and 
packing  house  products,  dairy  products, 
and  frozen  foods,  from  points  in  Missouri 
(except  St.  Louis  and  Kansas  City)  to 
points  in  Florida,  and  empty  containers 
or  other  such  incidental  facilities  (not 
specified)  used  in  transporting  the  above 
described  commodities,  on  return. 

HEARING:  December  3,  1962,  at  the 
Missouri  Hotel,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  A.  Lane  Cricher. 

No.  MC  123393  (Sub-No.  14),  filed 
June  28,  1962.  Applicant:  BILYEU  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  TRANSPORT  CORPO¬ 
RATION,  1914  East  Blaine  Street, 
Springfield,  Mo.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Herman  W.  Huber,  101  East  High  Street, 
Jefferson  City,  Mo.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Chilled  citrus  products,  from  Way- 
cross,  Ga.,  to  points  in  Missouri,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Kansas,  Iowa,  Minnesota,  Arkan¬ 
sas,  and  Nebraska,  and  empty  containers 
or  other  such  incidental  facilities  (not 
specified)  used  in  transporting  the  above 
described  commodities,  on  return. 

HEARING:  December  3,  1962,  at  the 
Missouri  Hotel,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  A.  Lane  Cricher. 

No.  MC  123393  (Sub-No.  15) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  3,  1962.  Applicant:  BILYEU  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  TRANSPORT  CORPO¬ 
RATION,  1914  East  Blaine  Street, 
Springfield,  Mo.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Herman  W.  Huber,  101  East  High  Street, 
Jefferson  City,  Mo.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meat,  meat  products,  meat  byprod¬ 
ucts,  dairy  products  and  packing  house 
products  from  points  in  Kansas  on  and 
east  of  U.S.  Highway  No.  81  (except 
points  in  the  Kansas  City,  Kans.-Mo., 
commercial  zone)  to  points  in  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Alabama,  Georgia,  and  Florida, 
and  empty  containers  or  other  such  in¬ 


cidental  facilities  (not  specified)  used  in 
transporting  the  above  described  com¬ 
modities,  on  return. 

HEARING:  December  4,  1962,  at  the 
Missouri  Hotel,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  A.  Lane  Cricher. 

No.  MC  123393  (Sub-No.  16) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  31,  1962.  Applicant:  BILYEU  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  TRANSPORT  CORPO¬ 
RATION,  1914  East  Blaine  Street, 
Springfield,  Mo.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Herman  W.  Huber,  101  East  High  Street, 
Jefferson  City,  Mo.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meat  and  packing  house  products, 
byproducts  and  items  distributed  by 
packing  houses,  from  points  in  Missouri 
(except  St.  Louis,  Kansas  City,  and  St. 
Joseph),  to  points  in  Massachusetts, 
Maine,  Connecticut,  Vermont,  New 
Hampshire,  Rhode  Island,  New  York, 
New  Jersey,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  West  Virginia,  Virginia,  South 
Carolina,  North  Carolina,  Alabama,  and 
Georgia,  and  empty  containers  or  other 
such  incidental  facilities  (not  specified) 
used  in  transporting  the  above  described 
commodities,  and  exempt  commodities, 
on  return. 

Note:  Applicant  is  also  authorized  to  con¬ 
duct  operations  as  a  contract  carrier  in  Per¬ 
mit  115991;  therefore,  dual  operations  may 
be  involved.  It  is  further  noted  that  com¬ 
mon  control  may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  December  5,  1962,  at  the 
Missouri  Hotel,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  A.  Lane  Cricher. 

No.  MC  124048  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  May 
31,  1962.  Applicant:  SCHWERMAN 
TRUCKING  CO.  OF  INDIANA,  INC., 
620  South  29th  Street,  Milwaukee  46,  Wis. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  James  R.  Ziperski 
(same  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing  :  Fertilizer,  fertilizer  compounds,  fer¬ 
tilizer  ingredients,  and  fertilizer  mate¬ 
rials,  from  Fort  Wayne,  Remington,  and 
Jasonville,  Ind.,  and  points  within  ten 
(10)  miles  of  each,  to  points  in  Ohio, 
Indiana,  Michigan,  and  Illinois. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 
Applicant  has  contract  carrier  authority  un¬ 
der  MC  113833;  therefore,  dual  operations 
may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  November  29,  1962,  at 
Room  908,  Indiana  Public  Service  Com¬ 
mission,  New  State  Office  Building,  100 
North  Senate  Avenue,  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
before  Examiner  Allen  W.  Hagerty. 

No.  MC  124078  (Sub-No.  36) ,  filed  July 
25,  1962.  Applicant:  SCHWERMAN 
TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corporation,  620 
South  29th  Street,  Milwaukee  46,  Wis. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  James  R.  Ziperski, 
620  South  29th  Street,  Milwaukee  46,  Wis. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Lime  and 
lime  products,  from  Loring,  Kans.,  to 
points  in  Kansas,  Iowa,  Missouri,  and 
Nebraska. 

Note:  Applicant  is  also  authorized  to  con¬ 
duct  operations  as  a  contract  carrier  in 
Permit  113832;  therefore,  dual  operations 
may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  December  10,  1962,  at  the 
Park  East  Hotel,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  A.  Lane  Cricher. 


No.  MC  124078  (Sub-No.  45),  filed 
September  27, 1962.  Applicant:  SCHER- 
MAN  TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corporation, 
620  South  29th  Street,  Milwaukee  46, 
Wis.  Applicant’s  attorney:  James  R. 
Ziperski  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Cement 
and  mortar,  in  bulk  and  in  packages, 
from  Paducah,  Ky.,  and  points  within 
fifteen  (15)  miles  thereof,  to  points  in 
Kentucky,  Indiana,  Illinois,  Missouri, 
and  Tennessee;  and  refused  and  rejected 
shipments  of  the  above-specified  com¬ 
modities,  on  return. 

Note:  Applicant  is  also  authorized  to  con¬ 
duct  operations  in  Permit  No.  MC  113832 
and  subs  thereunder;  therefore  dual  opera¬ 
tions  may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  October  29,  1962,  at  the 
Kentucky  Hotel,  Louisville,  Ky.,  before 
Examiner  James  I.  Carr. 

No.  MC  124282  (Sub-No.  1) ,  filed  July 
5,  1962.  Applicant:  WILLIS  DENNIS, 
doing  business  as  DENNIS  TRUCK 
LINES,  P.O.  Box  175,  Helena,  Ga.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Lumber  and 
wooden  pallets,  from  points  in  Georgia 
and  Florida  to  points  in  Tennessee,  Ala¬ 
bama,  Florida,  South  Carolina,  North 
Carolina,  Virginia,  Maryland,  Delaware, 
Pennsylvania,  New  Jersey,  and  New 
York.  (2)  Lumber  and  wooden  pallets, 
between  points  in  Georgia  and  Florida, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Tennessee,  Alabama,  Florida, 
South  Carolina,  North  Carolina,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Maryland,  Delaware,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  New  Jersey,  and  New  York. 

HEARING:  December  7,  1962,  at  680 
West  Peachtree  Street  NW„  Atlanta, 
Ga.,  before  Examiner  Parks  M.  Low. 

No.  MC  124415,  filed  April  27,  1962. 
Applicant:  MRS.  J.  J.  DANNER,  303  26th 
Street  SW„  Hickory,  N.C.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Pianos  and  organs, 
uncrated,  between  Granite  Falls  and 
Hickory,  N.C.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Alabama,  Georgia, 
Florida,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas, 
Virginia,  and  West  Virginia,  and  (2) 
piano  and  organ  packing  crates,  knocked 
down,  from  Lynchburg,  Va.,  to  Granite 
Falls  and  Hickory,  N.C. 

Note:  Applicant  is  presently  authorized  to 
conduct  operations  over  the  above  routes 
in  No.  MC  119865,  as  a  contract  carrier,  and 
the  purpose  of  this  application  is  to  change 
an  existing  operation. 

HEARING:  November  29,  1962,  at  the 
U.S.  Court  Rooms,  Charlotte,  N.C.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Parks  M.  Low. 

No.  MC  124540,  filed  June  15,  1962. 
Applicant:  TRAILER  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  1313  Sylvan  Road  SW„  Atlanta, 
Ga.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Robert  E. 
Born,  Suite  214-217  Grant  Building, 
Atlanta  3,  Ga.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Trailers,  semitrailers,  trailer  chas¬ 
sis,  and  semitrailer  chassis  (other  than 
mobile  homes  and  house  trailers)  and 
freight  containers  (demountable  type 
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trailers  or  semitrailer  body),  (1)  in 
initial  movements,  from  Savannah,  Ga., 
and  Memphis,  Term.,  to  points  in  Flor¬ 
ida,  Mississippi,  Louisiana,  Alabama, 
Tennessee  (from  Savannah  only), 
Georgia  (from  Memphis  only).  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Virginia,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  West  Virginia,  Maryland,  Dela¬ 
ware,  District  of  Columbia,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island, 
Maine,  New  Hampshire,  Vermont,  Ohio, 
Indiana,  Michigan,  Illinois,  Wisconsin, 
Minnesota,  Iowa,  Missouri,  Arkansas, 
Oklahoma,  and  Texas;  (2)  in  secondary 
movements,  between  points  in  Georgia, 
Alabama,  Tennessee,  Florida,  North 
Carolina,  and  South  Carolina,  and  (3) 
in  secondary  movements  between  points 
in  Georgia,  Alabama,  Tennessee,  Florida, 
North  Carolina,  and  South  Carolina  on 
the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other,  points  in 
those  states  on  and  east  of  the  Missis¬ 
sippi  River,  and  points  in  Minnesota, 
Iowa,  Missouri,  Arkansas,  Texas,  and 
Louisiana. 

Note:  Applicant  states  In  his  amendment 
that  the  proposed  service  will  be  under  a 
continuing  contract  with  Great  Dan  Trailers, 
Inc.,  of  Savannah,  Ga.,  and  Its  subsidiary 
companies. 

HEARING:  December  6.  1962,  at  680 
West  Peachtree  Street  NW.,  Atlanta,  Ga., 
before  Examiner  Parks  M.  Low. 

No.  MC  124560,  filed  June  21,  1962. 
Applicant:  Charles  W.  Munk,  R.R.  No. 
1,  Memphis,  Ind.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
George  M.  Catlett,  319  Ann  Street, 
Frankfort,  Ky.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  chemical  fertilizers  and  dry 
chemical  fertilizer  materials  in  bulk  and 
in  bags,  pesticides  in  buckets,  bags  or 
cans,  and  fertilizer  spreaders,  from  the 
plant  and  warehouse  sites  of  the  Armour 
Agricultural  Chemical  Co.,  Inc.,  at  Jef¬ 
fersonville,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Daviess,  Mc¬ 
Lean,  Hancock,  Ohio,  Muhlenberg,  Todd, 
Logan,  Simpson,  Warren,  Butler,  Gray¬ 
son,  Breckinridge,  Meade,  Edmonson, 
Jefferson,  Bullitt,  Hardin,  Hart,  Larue, 
Barren,  Allent,  Monroe,  Cumberland, 
Clinton,  Wayne,  McCreary,  Pulaski, 
Russell,  Adair,  Casey,  Green,  Metcalf, 
Taylor,  Marion,  Nelson,  Washington, 
Spencer,  Shelby,  Oldham,  Trimble, 
Henry,  Anderson,  Mercer,  Boyle,  Lincoln, 
Franklin,  Woodford,  Carroll,  Owen, 
Gallatin,  Grant,  Kenton,  Boone,  Scott, 
Fayette,  Jessamine,  and  Gerrard  Coun¬ 
ties,  Ky.,  and  empty  containers  or  other 
such  incidental  facilities  (not  specified) 
used  in  transporting  the  above  described 
commodities,  on  return. 

HEARING:  November  28,  1962,  at  the 
Kentucky  Hotel,  Louisville,  Ky.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  155. 

No.  MC  124569  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  19,  1962.  Applicant:  JOHN 

HUSZAR,  JR.,  doing  business  as  HUS- 
ZAR’S  VEGETABLE  FARM,  Route  1, 
Box  204,  Holden,  La.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Texture,  in  bags,  from  Ham¬ 
mond,  La.,  to  points  in  Florida,  Georgia, 
Mississippi,  Alabama,  and  Louisiana. 

Note:  Applicant  states  it  will  transport 
raw  material  from  which  texture  is  manu¬ 


factured,  on  return.  The  proposed  opera¬ 
tions  will  be  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  Lee  Forbes,  Co.,  Hammond, 
La. 

HEARING:  December  7,  1962,  at  the 
Federal  Office  Building,  701  Loyola  Ave¬ 
nue,  New  Orleans,  La.,  before  Examiner 
James  O’D.  Moran. 

No.  MC  124586,  filed  July  2,  1962. 
Applicant:  GLAVIS  A.  REED,  doing 
business  as  WIND  RIVER  LOGGING 
COMPANY,  Box  592,  Dubois,  Wyo.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Donald  P.  White,  215- 
218  Masonic  Temple  Building,  Riverton, 
Wyo.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Rough 
cut  and  finished  lumber  and  wood  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  (2)  empty  containers  or  other 
such  incidental  facilities  ( not  specified) 
used  in  transporting  the  commodities 
specified  in  the  application,  between  a 
point  located  approximately  twelve  (12) 
miles  northwest  of  Dubois,  Wyo.,  and 
Riverton,  Wyo.,  over  U.S.  Highways  287 
and  26,  serving  all  intermediate  points, 
and  terminating  said  routes  at  rail  point 
of  the  Chicago  and  Northwestern  Rail¬ 
road  Co.,  located  at  Riverton. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  entire  route 
described  above  lies  within  the  boundaries 
of  Fremont  County,  Wyo. 

HEARING:  November  13,  1962,  at  the 
Wyoming  Public  Service  Commission 
Supreme  Court  and  State  Library  Build¬ 
ing,  Cheyenne,  Wyo.,  before  Joint  Board 
No.  197. 

No.  MC-124624  (Sub-No.  1) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  27,  1962.  Applicant:  OUR  OWN 
DELIVERIES,  INC.,  827  West  Madison 
Street,  Louisville,  Ky.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Ollie  L.  Merchant,  Suite  202, 
140  South  Fifth  Street,  Louisville,  Ky. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties,  in  parcel  pickup  and  delivery  serv¬ 
ice  restricted  to  packages  or  items  each 
70  pounds  or  less  including  pick-up  and 
return  of  same  when  necessary  (exclud¬ 
ing  articles  of  unusual  value  limited  to 
money,  coin,  currency,  bullion,  bonds, 
and  any  negotiable  instruments  of  value, 
motion  picture  film,  commodities  in  bulk, 
commodities  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment,  and  those  injurious  or  contaminat¬ 
ing  to  other  lading)  — 

(A)(1)  Between  Louisville,  Ky.,  and 
Mauckport,  Ind.,  from  Louisville  over 
U.S.  Highway  60  to  junction  of  Kentucky 
Highway  1638,  thence  over  Kentucky 
Highway  1638  and  Kentucky  Highway 
448  to  Brandenburg,  Ky.,  thence  across 
the  Ohio  River  via  ferry  to  Mauckport, 
Ind.,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points. 

(2)  Between  Brandenburg,  Ky.,  and 
Irvington,  Ky.,  from  Brandenburg,  over 
Kentucky  Highway  448  to  Irvington,  and 
return,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points. 

(3)  Between  Muldraugh,  Ky.,  and 
Irvington,  Ky.,  from  Muldraugh  over 
U.S.  Highway  60  to  Irvington,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points. 

(4)  Between  Louisville,  Ky.,  and 
Hodgenville,  Ky.,  (a)  from  Louisville 
over  U.S.  Highway  31 W  to  Elizabeth¬ 
town,  Ky.,  thence  over  Kentucky  High¬ 


way  61  to  Hodgenville,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  (b)  From  Louisville  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  65  to  exit  to  Kentucky 
Highway  61,  thence  over  Kentucky  High¬ 
way  61  to  Hodgenville,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points. 

(5)  Between  Kosmosdale,  Ky.,  and 
Lexington,  Ky.,  from  Kosmosdale  over 
U.S.  Highway  60  to  junction  of  Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  44,  thence  over  Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  44  to  Lawrenceburg, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  62  to  Ver¬ 
sailles,  Ky.,  thence  over  US.  Highway  60 
to  Lexington,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points. 

(6)  Between  junction  of  Interstate 
Highway  65  with  U.S.  Highway  62  and 
Lexington,  Ky.,  from  junction  Interstate 
Highway  65  with  U.S.  Highway  62  over 
U.S.  Highway  62  to  Versailles,  Ky., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  60  to  Lexing¬ 
ton,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points. 

(7)  Between  Hodgenville,  Ky.,  and 
Lexington,  Ky.,  from  Hodgenville  over 
Kentucky  Highway  84  to  Lebanon,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  68  and  Kentucky 
Highway  34  to  Camp  Dick  Robinson,  Ky., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  27  to  Lexing¬ 
ton,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points. 

(8)  Between  Hodgenville,  Ky.,  and 
Bardstown,  Ky.,  from  Hodgenville  over 
U.S.  Highway  3 IE  to  Bardstown,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route,  serving  all  in¬ 
termediate  points. 

(9)  Between  Louisville,  Ky.,  and  Har- 
rodsburg,  Ky.,  from  Louisville  over  U.S. 
Highways  150  and  3 IE  to  Bardstown, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  150  to  Spring- 
field,  Ky.,  thence  over  Kentucky  Highway 
152  to  Harrodsburg,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points. 

(10)  Between  Harrodsburg,  Ky.,  and 
Owenton,  Ky.,  from  Harrodsburg  over 
U.S.  Highway  127  to  Owenton,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route,  serving  all  in¬ 
termediate  points. 

(11)  Between  Louisville,  Ky.,  and  Lex¬ 
ington,  Ky.,  (a)  from  Louisville  over  U.S. 
Highway  60  to  Lexington,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points,  (b)  From  Louisville 
over  U.S.  Highway  60  to  junction  with 
Interstate  Highway  64  access  road, 
thence  over  such  access  road  to  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  64  (or  lieu  thereof  over 
the  projected  extension  of  Interstate 
Highway  64  from  its  present  terminus) , 
thence  over  Interstate  Highway  64  to 
access  road  near  Frankfort,  thence  over 
such  access  road  to  U.S.  Highway  60, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  to  junction  of 
U.S.  Highway  421  (or  in  lieu  thereof  the 
alternative  use  of  and  future  extension  of 
Interstate  Highway  64  from  its  present 
eastern  terminus  to  its  future  connection 
with  U.S.  Highway  421  south  and  east 
of  Frankfort) ,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
421  to  Lexington,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points. 

(12)  Between  Frankfort,  Ky.,  and 
Lexington,  Ky.,  from  Frankfort  over 
U.S.  Highway  460  to  Georgetown,  Ky., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  25  to  Lexing¬ 
ton,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points. 
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(13)  Between  Louisville,  Ky.,  and 
Owenton,  Ky.,  (a)  from  Louisville  over 
U.S.  Highway  42  to  Carrollton,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  227  to  Owenton,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  all 
intermediate  points;  (b)  from  Louis¬ 
ville  over  U.S.  Highway  42  to  junction 
with  Kentucky  Highway  22,  thence  over 
Kentucky  Highway  22  to  Owenton,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  all 
intermediate  points. 

(14)  Between  Louisville,  Ky.,  and 
ison,  Ind.,  from  Louisville  over  U.S. 
Highway  42  to  junction  with  Kentucky 
Highway  22,  thence  over  Kentucky  High¬ 
way  22  to  Crestwood,  Ky.,  thence  over 
Kentucky  Highway  146  to  New  Castle, 
Ky.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  421  to 
Madison,  Ind.,  from  Louisville  over  U.S. 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points. 

(15)  Between  Springfield,  Ky.,  and 
Lebanon,  Ky.,  from  Springfield  over 
Kentucky  Highway  55  to  Lebanon,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  all 
intermediate  points. 

(16)  Between  Springfield,  Ky.,  and 
Danville,  Ky.,  from  Springfield  over  UB. 
Highway  150  to  Danville,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points. 

(17)  Between  Harrodsburg,  Ky.,  and 
Danville,  Ky.,  from  Harrodsburg  over 
U.S.  Highway  127  to  Danville,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points. 

(18)  Between  Irvington,  Ky.,  and 
Owensboro,  Ky.,  from  Irvington  over 
U.S.  Highway  60  to  Owensboro,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route,  serving  all  in¬ 
termediate  points. 

(19)  Between  Elizabethtown,  Ky.,  and 
Greenville,  Ky.,  from  Elizabethtown  over 
U.S.  Highway  62  to  Greenville,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route,  serving  all  in¬ 
termediate  points. 

(20)  Between  Elizabethtown,  Ky.,  and 
Bowling  Green,  Ky.,  from  Elizabethtown, 
over  U.S.  Highway  31W  to  Bowling 
Green,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points,  or  alter¬ 
natively  from  Elizabethtown  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  65  to  junction  with  U.S. 
Highway  31 W  near  Upton,  Ky.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  31 W  to  Bowling 
Green,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points. 

(21)  Between  Cave  City,  Ky.,  and 
Bowling  Green,  Ky.,  from  Cave  City  over 
Kentucky  Highway  70  to  junction  with 
U.S.  Highway  3 IE  thence  over  U.S.  High- 

i  way  3  IE  to  Glasgow,  Ky.,  thence  over 

,  U.S.  Highway  68  to  junction  with  U.S. 

>  Highway  31W,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 

31 W  to  Bowling  Green,  and  return  over 
,  the  same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
;  points. 

5  (22)  Between  Owensboro,  Ky.,  and 

Bowling  Green,  Ky.,  from  Ownsboro  over 
t  U.S.  Highway  231  to  Bowling  Green,  and 

1  return  over  the  same  route  serving  all  in- 

t  termediate  points. 

(23)  Between  Hodgenville,  Ky.,  and 
Edmonton,  Ky.,  from  Hodgenville  over 

2  U.S.  Highway  3  IE  to  Glasgow,  thence 
from  Glasgow  over  U.S.  Highway  68  to 

i  Edmonton,  and  return  over  the  same 

r  route,  serving  all  intermediate  points. 

*  (24)  Between  Hodgenville,  Ky.,  and 

Columbia,  Ky.,  from  Hodgenville  over 
U.S.  Highway  31E  to  junction  with  Ken¬ 


tucky  Highway  61,  thence  over  Kentucky 
Highway  61  to  Columbia,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points. 

(25)  Between  Lebanon,  Ky.,  and  Ed¬ 
monton,  Ky.,  from  Lebanon  over  UB. 
Highway  68  to  Edmonton,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points. 

(26)  Between  Edmonton,  Ely.,  and 
Columbia  Ky.,  from  Edmonton  over  Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  80  to  Columbia,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route,  serving  all 
intermediate  points. 

(27)  Between  Munfordville,  Ky.,  and 
Greensburg,  Ky.,  from  Munfordville  over 
U.S.  Highway  31W  to  junction  with 
Kentucky  Highway  88,  thence  over  Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  88  to  junction  with  Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  61,  thence  over  Kentucky 
Highway  61  to  Greensburg,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points. 

(28)  Between  Lexington,  Ky.,  and 
Perryville,  Ky.,  from  Lexington  over  U.S. 
Highway  68  to  Perryville,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points. 

(29)  Between  Frankfort,  Ky.,  and  New 
Castle,  Ky.,  from  Frankfort  over  U.S. 
Highway  421  to  New  Castle,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points. 

(30)  Between  Munfordville,  Ky.,  and 
Hamed,  Ky.,  from  Munfordville  over 
Kentucky  Highway  88  to  junction  with 
Kentucky  Highway  259,  thence  over  Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  259  to  Hamed,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route,  serving  all 
intermediate  points. 

(31)  Between  Owensboro,  Ky.,  and 
Central  City,  Ky.,  from  Owensboro  over 
U.S.  Highway  431  to  Central  City,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  all 
intermediate  points. 

(B)  (1)  Between  Louisville,  Ky.,  and 
Madison,  Ind.,  from  Louisville  over  UB. 
Highway  62  to  Madison,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points. 

(2)  Between  Madison,  Ind.,  and  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ind.,  from  Madison  over  Indiana 
Highway  7  to  Columbus,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points. 

(3)  Between  Columbus,  Ind.,  and 
Bloomington,  Ind.,  from  Columbus  over 
Indiana  Highway  46  to  Bloomington,  and 
return  over  the  same  route  serving  all 
intermediate  points. 

(4)  Between  Bloomington,  Ind.,  and 
Bums  City,  Ind.,  and  Crayne  Naval 
Depot,  Ind.,  from  Bloomington  over  Indi¬ 
ana  Highway  45  to  junction  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  231,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  231 
to  junction  of  Indiana  Highway  645, 
thence  over  Indiana  645  to  Bums  City 
and  Crayne  Naval  Depot,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  including  Crayne  Naval  Depot. 

(5)  Between  Bums  City,  Ind.,  and 
Huntingburg,  Ind.,  from  Burns  City  over 
Indiana  Highway  645  to  junction  of  U.S. 
Highway  231,  thence  over  UB.  Highway 
231  to  Loogootee,  Ind.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  50  to  Washington,  Ind.,  thence 
over  Indiana  Highway  57  to  junction 

'  with  Indiana  Highway  357,  thence  over 
Indiana  Highway  357  to  Oakland  City, 
Ind.,  thence  over  Indiana  Highway  64  to 


Huntingburg,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points. 

(6)  Between  Petersburg,  Ind.,  and 
Arthur,  Ind.,  from  Petersburg  over  Indi¬ 
ana  Highway  61  to  Arthur,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points. 

(7)  Between  Loogootee,  Ind.,  and 
Owensboro,  Ky.,  from  Loogootee  over 
U.S.  Highway  231  to  Owensboro,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  all 
intermediate  points. 

(8)  Between  the  junction  of  U.S. 
Highway  231  and  Indiana  Highway  66 
and  Sulphur,  Ind.,  from  the  junction  of 
U.S.  Highway  231  and  Indiana  Highway 
66  over  Indiana  Highway  66  to  Sulphur, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
all  intermediate  points. 

(9)  Between  Dale,  Ind.,  and  Louisville, 
Ky.,  from  Dale  over  U.S.  Highway  460 
to  Louisville,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points. 

(10)  Between  Madison,  Ind.,  and 
Austin,  Ind.,  from  Madison  over  Indiana 
Highway  256  to  Austin,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points. 

(11)  Between  North  Vernon,  Ind., 
and  Loogootee,  Ind.,  from  North  Vernon 
over  U.S.  Highway  50  to  Loogootee,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  all 
intermediate  points. 

(12)  Between  Louisville,  Ky.,  and 
Shoals,  Ind.,  from  Louisville  over  U.S. 
Highway  150  to  Shoals,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points. 

(13)  Between  New  Albany,  Ind.,  and 
Huntingburg,  Ind.,  from  New  Albany  over 
U.S.  Highway  460  to  Edwards ville,  Ind., 
thence  over  Indiana  Highway  64  to 
Huntingburg,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points. 

(14)  Between  Charlestown,  Ind.,  and 
the  junction  of  UB.  Highway  50,  from 
Charlestown  over  Indiana  Highway  160 
to  Salem,  Ind.,  thence  over  Indiana 
Highway  60  to  the  junction  of  UB. 
Highway  50,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points. 

(15)  Between  Prospect,  Ind.,  and  the 
junction  of  Indiana  Highways  64  and 
145,  from  Prospect  over  Indiana  Highway 
56  to  French  Lick,  Ind.,  thence  over 
Indiana  Highway  145  to  its  junction  with 
Indiana  Highway  64,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points. 

(16)  Between  Sulphur,  Ind.,  and 
Bloomington,  Ind.,  from  Sulphur  over 
Indiana  Highway  37  to  Bloomington,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  all 
intermediate  points. 

(17)  Between  Brownstown,  Ind.,  and 
Mauckport,  Ind.,  from  Brownstown  over 
Indiana  Highway  135  to  Muckport,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  all 
intermediate  points. 

(18)  Between  New  Albany,  Ind.,  and 
Sellersburg,  Ind.,  from  New  Albany  over 
U.S.  Highway  31 W  to  Sellersburg,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  all 
intermediate  points. 

(19)  Between  Louisville,  Ky.,  and  the 
junction  of  Interstate  Highway  65  and 
Indiana  Highway  46,  from  Louisville  over 
Interstate  Highway  65  to  junction  of  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  65  and  Indiana  High¬ 
way  46,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points. 
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(20)  Between  Louisville,  Ky.,  and 
Columbus,  Ind.,  from  Louisville  over  U.S. 
Highway  31  and  U.S.  Highway  31E  to 
Columbus,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points. 

(21)  Between  Madison,  Ind.,  and 
Paoli,  Ind.,  from  Madison  over  Indiana 
Highway  56  to  Paoli  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points. 

(22)  Between  Browns  town,  Ind.,  and 
the  intersection  of  Indiana  Highways  39 
and  56,  from  Browns  town  over  Indiana 
Highway  39  to  junction  with  Indiana 
Highways  39  and  56  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points. 

(23)  Between  Mauckport,  Ind.,  and 
Brandenburg,  Ky.,  from  Mauckport 
across  the  Ohio  River  via  ferry  to 
Brandenburg,  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

(24)  Between  Cannelton,  Ind.,  and 
Hawesville,  Ky.,  from  Cannelton  across 
the  Ohio  River  via  ferry  to  Hawesville, 
and  return  over  the  same  route. 

(25)  Between  Seymore,  Ind.,  and 
Columbus,  Ind.,  from  Seymore  to  Colum¬ 
bus  over  U.S.  Highway  31 A  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  any  duplica¬ 
tion  of  routes  stated  is  Intended  to  confer 
only  a  single  operating  right.  Applicant  fur¬ 
ther  states  that  no  service  shall  be  rendered 
over  the  above  routes  in  the  transportation 
of  any  package,  article,  or  item  weighing 
more  than  seventy  (70)  pounds.  Each  pack¬ 
age,  article,  or  item  is  to  be  considered  as  a 
separate  and  distinct  shipment. 

HEARING:  November  30,  1962,  at  the 
Kentucky  Hotel,  Louisville,  Ky.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  155. 

No.  MC  124710  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  19,  1962.  Applicant:  WALTON 
&  SON  STEVEDORING  &  CONTRACT¬ 
ING  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  9787  (13036 
Sarah  Lane),  Houston  15,  Tex.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Joe  G.  Fender,  2033 
Norfolk  Street,  Houston  6,  Tex.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Synthetic  rubber, 
from  Baytown,  Tex.,  to  the  Port  of  Hous¬ 
ton  and  barge  terminals  at  Houston,  Tex., 
for  warehousing  or  movement  beyond 
by  water. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  December  6,  1962,  at  the 
Federal  Office  Building,  Franklin  and 
Fannin  Streets,  Houston,  Tex.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  77,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Alton  R.  Smith. 

No.  MC  124713  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  13,  1962.  Applicant:  HOUSTON 
WAREHOUSE  SERVICE,  INC.,  2121 
Congress  Avenue,  Houston,  Tex.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Joe  G.  Fender,  2033 
Norfolk  Street,  Houston  6,  Tex.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (a)  Petroleum  and 
petroleum  products,  in  drums,  barrels 
and  other  containers,  and  (b)  synthetic 
rubber,  from  Baytown,  Tex.,  to  Houston, 
Tex.,  for  warehousing  or  to  the  Port  of 
Houston  for  movement  beyond  by  water. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 


HEARING:  December  6,  1962,  at  the 
Federal  Office  Building,  Franklin  and 
Fannin  Streets,  Houston,  Tex.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  77,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Alton  R.  Smith. 

No.  MC  124758,  filed  September  7. 
1962.  Applicant:  RALPH  G.  RUBLE, 
doing  business  as  RUBLE’S  TRUCK 
SERVICE,  Mounted  Route,  Shelbyville, 
Ky.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Herbert  D. 
Liebman,  403  West  Main  Street,  Frank¬ 
fort,  Ky.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Lumber,  rough  and  dressed,  including 
plywood  and  veneer,  and  plumbing,  heat¬ 
ing  and  electrical  fixtures  and  supplies, 
when  moving  in  mixed  loads  with  lum¬ 
ber,  between  the  yard  site  of  the  Wickes 
Corporation  approximately  2  miles 
southwest  of  Shelbyville,  Ky.,  and  points 
in  Spencer,  Perry,  Crawford,  Harrison, 
Washington,  Jackson,  Floyd,  Clark, 
Scott,  Jefferson,  Jennings,  Bartholomew, 
Decatur,  Ripley,  Switzerland,  Ohio,  and 
Dearborn  Counties,  Ind.,  and  empty  con¬ 
tainers  or  other  such  incidental  facili¬ 
ties  (not  specified)  used  in  transporting 
the  above  described  commodities,  on  re¬ 
turn. 

HEARING:  November  28,  1962,  at  the 
Kentucky  Hotel,  Louisville,  Ky.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  155. 

No.  MC  124784,  filed  September  14, 
1962.  Applicant:  T.  J.  SMITH,  doing 
business  as  SMITTY’S  AIRFREIGHT 
EXPEDITING  SERVICE  COMPANY, 
2707  Love  Field  Drive,  Dallas  35,  Tex. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  Classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  commodities  of  unusual 
value,  household  goods,  commodities  in 
bulk,  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment  and  perishable  or  live  ani¬ 
mals),  between  points  in  Texas,  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Louisiana,  and  Oklahoma 
bounded  as  follows:  Beginning  at  Gal¬ 
veston,  Tex.,  east  on  Texas  Highway  87 
to  junction  of  U.S.  Highway  90  and  U.S. 
Highway  165,  northeast  on  U.S.  High¬ 
way  165  to  junction  of  U.S.  Highway  65, 
north  on  U.S.  Highway  65  to  junction  of 
U.S.  Highway  64,  west  on  U.S.  Highway 
64  to  junction  of  U.S.  Highway  266,  U.S. 
Highway  75  and  U.S.  Highway  62  to 
junction  of  U.S.  Highway  66,  west  on 
U.S.  Highway  66  to  junction  of  U.S. 
Highway  87  in  Amarillo,  Tex.,  south  on 
U.S.  Highway  87  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  83,  south  on  U.S.  Highway  83  to 
Uvalde,  Tex.  following  the  Leona  River 
to  U.S.  Highway  281  and  U.S.  Highway 
59,  east  on  U.S.  Highway  59  to  junction 
of  U.S.  Highway  90-A  and  Texas  High¬ 
way  6,  southeast  on  Texas  Highway  6 
to  Galveston,  Tex. 

Note  :  Applicant  states  the  proposed  trans¬ 
portation  will  be  restricted  to  emergency 
shipments  in  expedited  service  having  prior 
or  subsequent  movement  by  air. 

HEARING:  November  28,  1962,  at  the 
Baker  Hotel*,  Dallas,  Tex.,  before  Exam¬ 
iner  Alton  R.  Smith. 

No.  MC  124791,  filed  September  17, 
1962.  Applicant:  AMEX  CORPORA¬ 
TION,  311  Main  Street,  Thomas,  Okla. 


Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Fire  extinguishers, 
component  parts  and  raw  materials  used 
in  the  manufacture  thereof,  and  other 
firefighting  equipment,  between  Los 
Angeles  and  points  in  Los  Angeles 
County,  Calif.,  Dallas  and  points  in  Dal¬ 
las  County,  Tex.,  and  Chicago  and  points 
in  Cook  County,  Ill. 

HEARING:  November  30,  1962,  at  the 
Baker  Hotel,  Dallas,  Tex.,  before  Exam¬ 
iner  Alton  R.  Smith. 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PASSENGERS 

No.  MC  228  (Sub-No.  40),  filed  May  2, 
1962.  Applicant:  HUDSON  TRANSIT 
LINES,  INC.,  Franklin  Turnpike,  Mah- 
wah,  N.J.  Applicant’s  attorney:  James 
F.  X.  O’Brien,  17  Academy  Street,  New¬ 
ark  2,  N.J.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Pas¬ 
sengers  and  their  baggage,  and  express 
and  newspapers,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers.  (1)  Between  Mahwah,  N.J., 
and  Ridgewood,  N.J.;  from  junction  New 
Jersey  Highway  17  and  U.S.  Highway 
202,  in  Mahwah,  over  U.S.  Highway  202 
(Ramapo  Valley  Road)  to  junction  Bel¬ 
mont  Avenue,  Oakland,  N.J.,  thence 
over  Belmont  Avenue  to  junction  Frank¬ 
lin  Avenue,  thence  over  Franklin  Avenue 
through  Franklin  Lakes,  N.J.,  to  junc¬ 
tion  Wyckoff  Avenue,  in  Waldwick,  N.J., 
thence  over  Wyckoff  Avenue  to  junction 
North  Franklin  Turnpike,  thence  over 
North  Franklin  Turnpike  to  junction 
East  Franklin  Turnpike,  in  Hohokus, 
N.J.,  and  thence  over  East  Franklin 
Turnpike  to  junction  New  Jersey  High¬ 
way  17,  in  Ridgewood,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points.  (2)  Between  points  in  Waldwick, 
N.J. ;  from  junction  Wyckoff  Avenue  and 
North  Franklin  Turnpike,  over  North 
Franklin  Turnpike  to  junction  East 
Prospect  Avenue,  and  thence  over  East 
Prospect  Avenue  to  junction  New  Jersey 
Highway  17,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points. 
(3)  Between  points  in  Oakland,  N.J.; 
from  junction  U.S.  Highway  202  (Ram¬ 
apo  Valley  Road)  and  Belmont  Avenue 
over  U.S.  Highway  202  to  junction  West 
Oakland  Avenue,  and  thence  over  West 
Oakland  Avenue  to  a  point  100  feet  from 
the  intersection  of  West  Oakland  Avenue 
and  U.S.  Highway  202,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points.  (4)  Between  Oakland,  N.J.  and 
Paramus,  N.J.;  from  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  202  and  access  roads  leading  to  New 
Jersey  Highway  208,  in  Oakland,  N.J., 
over  access  roads  to  New  Jersey  Highway 
208,  thence  over  New  Jersey  Highway 
208  to  its  junction  with  access  roads 
leading  to  New  Jersey  Highway  4  in 
Fair  Lawn,  N.J.,  thence  over  access 
roads  to  New  Jersey  Highway  4,  thence 
over  New  Jersey  Highway  4  to  its  junc¬ 
tion  with  access  roads  leading  to  New 
Jersey  Highway  17  in  Paramus,  N.J., 
thence  over  access  roads  to  New  Jersey 
Highway  17  in  Paramus,  N.J.,  and  return 
over  the  same  route  except  using  access 
roads  provided  for  use  in  such  reverse 
direction  leading  from  New  Jersey  High¬ 
way  17  to  New  Jersey  Highway  4,  in 
Paramus,  N.J.,  and  leading  from  New 
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Jersey  Highway  4  to  New  Jersey  High¬ 
way  208  in  Fair  Lawn,  N.J.,  and  leading 
from  New  Jersey  Highway  208  to  UB. 
Highway  202  in  Oakland,  N.J.,  serving 
all  intermediate  points  in  Oakland, 
Franklin  Lakes  and  Wyckoff,  N.J.  (5) 
Between  points  in  Franklin  Lakes,  N.J.; 
from  junction  Franklin  Avenue  and 
Colonial  Road  in  Franklin  Lakes,  over 
Colonial  Road  to  junction  with  access 
roads  leading  to  New  Jersey  Highway 
208,  thence  over  access  roads  to  New 
Jersey  Highway  208  in  Franklin  Lakes, 
N.J.,  and  return  over  same  route  except 
using  access  roads  provided  for  use  in 
such  reverse  direction  leading  from  New 
Jersey  208  to  Colonial  Road,  in  Franklin 
Lakes,  N.J.  serving  all  intermediate 
points.  (6)  Between  points  in  Wyckoff, 
N.J.;  from  junction  Franklin  Avenue 
and  Wyckoff  Avenue,  in  Wyckoff,  N.J., 
over  Wyckoff  Avenue  to  its  junction  with 
Russell  Avenue,  thence  over  Russell  Ave¬ 
nue  to  its  junction  with  access  roads 
leading  to  New  Jersey  Highway  208, 
thence  over  access  roads  to  New  Jersey 
Highway  208  in  Wyckoff,  NJ.,'  and  re¬ 
turn  over  same  route  except  using  access 
roads  provided  for  use  in  such  reverse 
direction  leading  from  New  Jersey  High¬ 
way  208  to  Russell  Avenue,  in  Wyckoff 
N.J.,  serving  all  intermediate  points. 
(7)  Between  points  in  Wyckoff,  N.J.; 
from  junction  Wyckoff  Avenue  and  Rus¬ 
sell  Avenue,  in  Wyckoff,  N.J.,  over  Wyck- 
oflf  Avenue  to  its  junction  with  Grand¬ 
view  Avenue,  thence  over  Grandview 
Avenue  to  its  junction  with  access  roads 
leading  to  New  Jersey  Highway  208, 
thence  over  access  roads  to  New  Jersey 
Highway  208  in  Wyckoff,  N.J.,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  same  route  except  using  ac¬ 
cess  roads  provided  for  use  in  such  re¬ 
verse  direction  leading  from  New  Jersey 
Highway  208  to  Grandview  Avenue,  in 
Wyckoff,  N.J.,  serving  all  Intermediate 
points. 

Note:  Applicant  states  it  la  presently  au¬ 
thorized  to  operate  over  the  before  described 
routes  1,  2  and  3.  pursuant  to  Certificate  of 
Public  Convenience  and  Necessity  issued  in 
Docket  No.  MC  228,  Sub  No.  25.  Service  on 
said  routes  is  restricted  to  traffic  moving  to 
and  from  New  York,  N.Y.,  by  way  of  the  Lin¬ 
coln  Tunnel.  The  purpose  of  this  applica¬ 
tion  with  respect  to  route  Nos.  1,  2  and  3  is  to 
eliminate  the  restriction  so  that  applicant 
may  also  move  traffic  over  said  routes  to  and 
from  New  York  City  by  way  of  the  George 
Washington  Bridge.  Applicant  has  an  ap¬ 
plication  pending  before  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission  in  Docket  No.  MC  228  Sub 
No.  37,  wherein  it  seeks  authority  to  operate 
over  the  aforesaid  route  Nos.  4,  5,  6  and  7. 
The  authority  proposed  in  said  Sub  37  appli¬ 
cation  is  restricted  to  traffic  moving  to  and 
from  New  York  by  way  of  the  Lincoln  Tunnel. 
The  purpose  of  this  application  with  respect 
to  the  aforesaid  route  Nos.  4,  5,  6  and  7  is  to 
obtain  authority  to  use  the  aforesaid  routes 
also  to  move  traffic  to  and  from  New  York 
City  by  way  of  the  George  Washington 
Bridge. 

HEARING:  December  3, 1962,  at  Room 
212,  State  Office  Building,  1100  Raymond 
Boulevard,  Newark  2,  N.J.,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  119,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate  beforfe  Ex¬ 
aminer  Lacy  W.  Hinely. 

No.  MC  3647  (Sub-No.  328) ,  filed  June 
7,  1962.  Applicant:  PUBLIC  SERVICE 
COORDINATED  TRANSPORT,  180  Boy- 


den  Avenue,  Maplewood,  NJ.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Richard  Fryling  (same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Passengers  and  their  baggage,  and 
express  and  newspapers,  in  the  same  ve¬ 
hicle  with  passengers,  between  Rahway, 
N.J.,  and  Carteret,  N.J.;  from  junction 
of  Hart  Street  and  Randolph  Avenue  in 
Rahway,  over  Randolph  Avenue  to  Blaz¬ 
ing  Star  Road,  through  Woodb ridge, 
N.J.,  to  Roosevelt  Avenue  in  Carteret, 
thence  over  access  roads  leading  to  and 
from  the  New  Jersey  Turnpike  at  Inter¬ 
change  No.  12,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  for  operating  convenience  only, 
serving  no  intermediate  points.  RE¬ 
STRICTION:  Trips  operated  via  New 
Jersey  Turnpike  and  Carteret  Inter¬ 
change  No.  12  on  the  No.  135  line  from 
and  to  New  York  City  shall  be  destined 
to  or  operated  from,  points  south  of  In¬ 
man  Avenue  and  St.  George  Avenue, 
Rahway,  N.J. 

HEARING:  November  29,  1962,  at 
Room  212,  State  Office  Building,  1100 
Raymond  Boulevard,  Newark  2,  N.J„  be¬ 
fore  Joint  Board  No.  119,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate 
before  Examiner  Lacy  W.  Hinely. 

No.  MC  8500  (Sub-No.  10) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  17,  1962.  Applicant:  TENNES¬ 
SEE  TRAILWAYS,  INC.,  710  Sevier 
Avenue,  Knoxville,  Tenn.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  Passengers,  express,  mail, 
newspapers  and  baggage  in  the  same  ve¬ 
hicle  with  passengers,  between  Sparta, 
Tenn.,  and  Nashville,  Tenn.,  from 
Sparta,  Tenn.,  over  Tennessee  Highway 
26  to  Lebanon,  Tenn.,  thence  over  UB. 
Highway  70N  to  Nashville,  Tenn.,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  all 
intermediate  points. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

HEARING:  December  7,  1962,  at  the 
Dinkler-Andrew  Jackson  Hotel,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.,  before  Joint  Board  No.  107. 

No.  MC  56312  (Sub-No.  11),  filed  July 
19,  1962.  Applicant:  CONTINENTAL 
TENNESSEE  LINES,  INC.,  418  Fifth 
Avenue  South,  Nashville,  Tenn.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers  and 
their  baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers  or  in  a  separate  vehicle,  and 
express  and  newspapers  in  the  same  ve¬ 
hicle  with  passengers,  between  Scotts- 
ville,  Ky.,  and  Leitchfleld,  Ky.,  from 
ScottsviUe  over  Kentucky  Highway  101 
to  Rhoda,  Ky.,  thence  over  Kentucky 
Highway  259  to  Leitchfleld,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points. 

Note:  Applicant  holds  contract  property 
authority  in  MC  113738  Sub  No.  1;  also,  ap- 
pUcant  Is  a  wholly  owned  subsidiary  of 
Transcontinental  Tennessee  Lines,  Inc. 

HEARING:  November  26,  1962,  at  the 
Kentucky  Hotel,  Louisville,  Ky.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  105. 

No.  MC  123153  (Sub-No.  1).  filed 
August  3,  1962.  Applicant:  SKINNER 
SCHOOL  BUS  LINES  LIMITED,  RJL 
No.  9  (P.O.  Box  4422,  Postal  Station  C), 
London,  Ontario.  Canada.  Applicant’s 


attorney:  S.  Harrison  Kahn,  1110-14 
Investment  Building,  Washington,  D.C. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers  and 
their  baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  in  round-trip  charter  opera¬ 
tions,  beginning  and  ending  at  Ports  of 
Entry  on  the  United  States-Canada 
Boundary  line  in  Michigan  and  New  York 
and  extending  to  points  in  Alaska,  Ala¬ 
bama,  Arizona,  Arkansas,  California, 
Colorado,  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Flor¬ 
ida,  Georgia,  Idaho,  Illinois,  Iowa,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maine,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Montana,  Nebraska,  Nevada,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  Mexico, 
North  Carolina,  North  Dakota,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Oregon,  Rhode  Island,  South 
Carolina,  South  Dakota,  Tennessee, 
Texas,  Utah,  Vermont,  Washington, 
West  Virginia,  Wisconsin,  and  Wyoming. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  transportation 
proposed  herein  shall  be  restricted  to  foreign 
transportation  only. 

HEARING:  December  10,  1962,  at  the 
Detroit-Leland  Hotel,  Detroit,  Mich.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Allen  W.  Hagerty. 

Application  for  Brokerage  License 

No.  MC  12829,  filed  September  13. 1962. 
Applicant:  EUGENE  B.  ROBERTS,  do¬ 
ing  business  as  MORRISTOWN  TOUR 
AGENCY,  Airport  Road,  Morristown, 
Tenn.  For  a  license  (BMC-5)  to  en¬ 
gage  in  operations  as  a  broker  at  Morris¬ 
town,  Tenn.,  in  arranging  for  the  trans¬ 
portation  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce  of  Passengers,  both  as  individuals 
and  groups,  in  round-trip,  all  expense 
tours,  between  points  in  the  United 
States,  including  ports  of  entry  on  the 
International  Boundary  lines  between 
the  United  States  and  Canada,  and  the 
United  States  and  Mexico. 

HEARING:  December  6,  1962,  at  the 
Dinkler-Andrew  Jackson  Hotel,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.,  before  Joint  Board  No.  107. 

Applications  in  Which  Handling  With¬ 
out  Oral  Hearing  Has  Been  Elected 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

No.  MC  966  (Sub-No.  15),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  20,  1962.  Applicant:  CAPITOL 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  200  West  First 
Street,  Topeka,  Kans.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value,  household  goods,  dan¬ 
gerous  explosives  and  commodities  in 
bulk),  serving  Galesburg,  Kans.,  as  an 
off-route  point  in  connection  with  ap¬ 
plicant’s  authorized  regular  route  oper¬ 
ations. 

No.  MC  119226  (Sub-No.  45) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  22,  1962.  Applicant:  LIQUID 

TRANSPORT  CORP.,  3901  Madison  Ave¬ 
nue,  Indianapolis  27,  Ind.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Robert  W.  Loser,  409  Chamber 
of  Commerce  Building,  Indianapolis, 
Ind.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Polyvinyl 
acetate,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
South  Bend,  Ind.,  to  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla. 

No.  MC  124769,  filed  September  10. 
1962.  Applicant:  ALASKA  BARGE  AND 
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TRANSPORT,  INC.,  525  Third  Avenue, 
Anchorage,  Alaska.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  Alan  F.  Wohlstetter,  1  Farragut 
Square  South,  Washington  6,  D.C.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  in  seasonal  operations  between 
May  1st  and  September  30th  inclusive  of 
each  year,  transporting:  General  com¬ 
modities  (except  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  articles  of  un¬ 
usual  value  and  livestock) ,  but  including 
contractor’s  supplies,  building  materials, 
heavy  machinery  and  equipment,  requir¬ 
ing  the  use  of  specialized  hauling  equip¬ 
ment,  and  petroleum  products  in  drums 
and  bulk  and  in  tank  trucks,  between 
tidewater  and  interior  military  or  con¬ 
struction-storage  sites  in  Alaska,  except 
Bethal,  Alaska,  at  or  near  but  not  limited 
to  Shemya,  Tin  City  (Wales),  Lisbume, 
Point  Barrow,  Barter  Island,  Newenham, 
Romanzof,  Unalakleet,  North  East  Cape, 
Liz  A  (Cape  Beauford) ,  Liz  2  (Point  Lay) , 
Liz  B  (Icy  Cape),  Liz  3  (Wainwright) , 
Liz  C  (Peard  Bay),  Pow  Main,  Pow  A 
(Simpson  Lagoon),  Pow  1  (Lonely  La¬ 
goon),  Pow  B  (Kogru  River),  Pow  2 
(Oliktok  Point)  ,Pow  C  (Point  McIntyre) , 
Pow  3  (Bullen  Point) ,  Pow  D  (Brownlow 
Point) ,  Bar  A,  Saint  Paul  Island,  Hoonah, 
Yakutat,  Yakataga,  Duncan  Canal,  Bos¬ 
well  Bay,  Middleton  Island,  Cold  Bay, 
Driftwood  Bay,  Nikolski,  Cape  Simson, 
Pitt  Point,  North  River,  Cape  Sarichef, 
Port  Moller,  Port  Heiden,  Nome,  Ainak, 
King  Salmon, Matalakatla,  McGrath,  and 
Kotzebue.  Restricted  to  ex-barge,  truck 
off-load  service  at  tidewater  points,  and 
retrograde  from  such  interior  points,  on 
traffic  having  a  prior  or  subsequent  move¬ 
ment  by  water  via  ocean  going  barges 
owned  or  operated  by  Alaska  Barge  and 
Transport,  Inc. 

Note:  Applicant  is  also  authorized  to  con¬ 
duct  operations  as  a  contract  carrier  in  Per¬ 
mit  No.  MC  124485  Sub  1.  therefore  dual  op¬ 
erations  may  be  involved. 

No.  MC  124803,  filed  September  24, 
1962.  Applicant:  CHARLES  E.  TRAY¬ 
LOR,  doing  business  as  TRAYLOR 
GRAIN  SALES,  909  North  Line  Street, 
Loogootee,  Ind.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
John  E.  Lesow,  3737  North  Meridian 
Street,  Indianapolis  8,  Ind.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting :  Commercial  feed  and  com¬ 
mercial  feed  ingredients,  packaged  and 
in  bulk,  from  Louisville,  Ky.,  and  points 
in  the  Commercial  Zone  thereof,  to 
points  in  Indiana,  and  empty  containers 
or  other  such  incidental  facilities  (not 
specified)  used  in  transporting  the  com¬ 
modities  specified  above,  on  return. 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PASSENGERS 

No.  MC  1501  (Sub-No.  284),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  24,  1962.  Applicant:  THE 

GREYHOUND  CORPORATION.  West¬ 
ern  Greyhound  Lines  Division,  371 
Market  Street,  San  Francisco  5,  Calif. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Earl  A.  Bagby 
(same  address  as  applicant) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  Passengers  and  their  bag¬ 
gage,  and  express  and  newspapers,  in  the 
same  vehicle  with  passengers.  (1)  Es¬ 
tablish  regular  routes  over  segments  of 
Interstate  Highway  5.  on  a  Revised 


Sheet  No.  69  and  a  Revised  Sheet  No.  70, 
as  follows:  (a)  “13.  Between  Seattle  and 
the  Washing  ton -Oregon  State  line  south 
of  Vancouver:  from  Seattle  over  U.S. 
Highway  99  to  junction  Interstate  High-  ' 
way  5  (Midway) ,  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  5  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  99 
(Tacoma  Junction),  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  99  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  5  (North  Salmon  Creek  Junction) , 
thence  over  Interstate  Highway  5  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  99  (North  Van¬ 
couver  Junction) ,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  99  to  the  Washington-Oregon  State 
line.  (Connects  with  Oregon  route  26.)  ” 

(b)  “13-A.  Between  Midway  and  Ta¬ 
coma  Junction:  From  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  5  and  Business  Route  U.S. 
Highway  99  (Midway),  over  Business 
Route  U.S.  Highway  99  to  junction  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  5  (Tacoma  Junction) .” 

(c)  “13-B.  Between  North  Salmon  Creek 
Junction  and  North  Vancouver  Junction: 
From  Junction  Interstate  Highway  5 
and  Business  Route  U.S.  Highway  99 
(North  Salmon  Creek  Junction),  over 
Business  Route  U.S.  Highway  99  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  5  (North  Van¬ 
couver  Junction).”  (2)  Revision  of 
Routes  between  Walla  Walla  and  College 
Place  Junction.  Reauthorize  present  al¬ 
ternate  route  between  Walla  Walla  and 
College  Place  Junction  as  a  regular  route 
and  revoke  authority  to  operate  between 
the  same  points  over  the  present  regular 
route  via  College  Place.  2.2  Requested 
Certificate  Revisions:  Reauthorize  pres¬ 
ent  alternate  Route  No.  40  as  regular 
Route  to  be  included  as  a  segment  of  reg¬ 
ular  Route  39;  and  revoke  authority  over 
the  segment  of  present  regular  Route  No. 
39  between  Walla  Walla  and  College 
Place  Junction,  (a)  “39.  Between  Walla 
Walla  and  the  Washington-Oregon  State 
line  south  thereof:  from  Walla  Walla 
over  Washington  Highway  3  to  the 
Washington-Oregon  State  line.  (Con¬ 
nects  with  Oregon  route  32.)  ”  (b)  “40. 
Intentionally  left  blank.” 

Note:  The  proposed  operating  authority 
hereinabove  shown  and  explained  is  proposed 
to  be  incorporated  in  the  designated  revised 
and  added  sheets  to  Certificate  No.  MC  1501 
(Sub-No.  138). 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petitions 

No.  MC  11207  (PETITION  FOR  MODI¬ 
FICATION  OF  CERTIFICATE),  filed 
September  17,  1962.  Petitioner:  DEA¬ 
TON  TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  Birmingham, 
Ala.  Petitioner’s  attorneys:  A.  Alvis 
Layne  and  Lester  M.  Bridgeman,  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Building,  Washington  4,  D.C. 
By  Certificate  dated  February  5,  1946, 
petitioner  was  authorized,  among  other 
things,  to  transport:  “Cast  iron  pipe  and 
fittings,  and  structural  iron  and  steel 
articles,  tanks,  and  pipe,  from  Alabama 
City,  Gadsden,  Anniston,  and  Talladega, 
Ala.,  to  points  in  Georgia,  Florida,  South 
Carolina,  North  Carolina,  Kentucky, 
Tennessee,  Mississippi,  and  Louisiana.” 
By  the  instant  petition,  filed  September 
17,  1962,  petitioner  desires  to  substitute 
in  lieu  of  the  above-portion  of  the  au¬ 
thority,  the  phrase:  “Iron  and  steel  and 
iron  and  steel  articles”.  Any  person  or 
persons  desiring  to  participate,  may, 
within  30  days  from  the  date  of  this 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register,  file 
an  appropriate  pleading. 


No.  MC  43654  (PETITION  FOR  MODI¬ 
FICATION  OF  CERTIFICATE),  filed 
July  5,  1962.  Petitioner:  DIXIE  OHIO 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  750,  237  Foun¬ 
tain  Street,  Akron  9,  Ohio.  Petitioner’s 
attorney:  Harry  McChesney,  Jr.,  711 
McClure  Building,  Frankfort,  Ky.  By 
petition  filed  July  5, 1962,  petitioner  seeks 
waiver  of  Rule  1.101(e)  and  for  reopen¬ 
ing,  modification,  and  correction  of  its 
Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  and 
Necessity  in  No.  MC  43654,  dated  Decem¬ 
ber  7,  1959,  which  reads  in  part:  “REG¬ 
ULAR  and  IRREGULAR  ROUTES : 
Tires,  tubes,  rubber  articles,  cotton  fac¬ 
tory  products,  cotton  cord  tire  fabric, 
wooden  winding  cores,  burlap  discs,  cot¬ 
ton  fabrics,  in  truckloads,  between  Akron, 
Ohio  and  points  in  Alabama  and  Geor¬ 
gia”.  Petitioner  prays  that  the  com¬ 
modity  description  presently  shown  on 
Sheet  6  of  its  Certificate  be  modified 
and  corrected  to  read:  “Tires,  tubes, 
rubber  articles,  textile  factory  products, 
wooden  winding  cores  and  burlap  discs”, 
and  that  the  limitation  to  “in  truckloads” 
immediately  following  that  commodity 
description  be  deleted  from  Sheet  6,  and 
further  that  that  portion  of  the  certifi¬ 
cate  be  modified  and  clarified  to  avoid 
ambiguity  to  read:  “Between  points  in 
Alabama  and  Georgia,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Ardmore,  Ala.  (old  U.S. 
Highway  31),  Ringgold,  Ga.  (U.S.  High¬ 
way  41),  Dalton,  Ga.  (Georgia  Highway 
71),  Wilkwood,  Ga.  (U.S.  Highway  11), 
and  Cartersville,  Ga.  (U.S.  Highway  411) . 
Petitioner  has  filed  simultaneously  here¬ 
with  a  Form  BMC  78  application,  No. 
MC  43654  (Sub-No.  54)  for  a  new  certifi¬ 
cate  to  replace  most  of  the  involved  por¬ 
tion  of  the  present  certificate,  and  prays 
that  the  BMC  78  application  and  the 
instant  petition  be  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  and  assigned  for  oral 
hearing  upon  a  joint  record. 

HEARING:  December  10,  1962,  at  680 
West  Peachtree  Street  NW„  Atlanta,  Ga., 
before  Examiner  Parks  M.  Low. 

No.  MC  59934  (Sub-No.  3),  (PETI¬ 
TION  FOR  MODIFICATION  OF  CER¬ 
TIFICATE) ,  filed  September  4,  1962. 
Petitioner:  MAIN  TRUCKING  &  RIG¬ 
GING  CO.,  INC.,  21  Camden  Street, 
Paterson,  N.J.  Petitioner’s  representa¬ 
tive:  William  D.  Traub,  10  East  40th 
Street,  New  York  16,  N.Y.  Petitioner  is 
authorized  in  No.  MC  59934  (Sub-No.  3) 
to  transport,  as  a  common  carrier,  over 
irregular  routes,  heavy  machinery  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Connecticut,  Rhode  Is¬ 
land,  Massachusetts,  New  York,  and  New 
Jersey.  By  the  instant  petition  it  seeks 
a  modification  of  heavy-machinery  com¬ 
modity  description  to:  commodities,  the 
transportation  of  which,  because  of  size 
or  weight,  requires  the  use  of  handling 
and  related  machinery  parts  and  related 
contractors’  materials  and  supplies  when 
their  transportation  is  incidental  to  the 
transportation  of  commodities  which  by 
reason  of  size  or  weight  require  special 
equipment.  Petitioner  prays  that  its 
Certificate  be  modified  accordingly. 
Any  person  or  persons  desiring  to  par¬ 
ticipate,  may,  within  30  days  from  the 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register,  file 
an  appropriate  pleading. 

No.  MC  77055  (Sub-No.  4),  and  No. 
MC  114457  (Sub-No.  2)  (PETITION 
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FOR  WAIVER  OF  RULE  101  (E) ,  RE¬ 
OPENING  OF  CONVERSION  PRO¬ 
CEEDING  AND  MODIFICATION  OF 
CERTIFICATE) ,  filed  September  4, 
1962.  Petitioner:  DART  TRANSIT 
COMPANY,  St.  Paul  Minn.  Petitioner’s 
attorneys:  Charles  W.  Singer  and  James 
C.  Hardman,  33  North  LaSalle  Street, 
Chicago  3,  Ill.  By  petition  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  4,  1962,  petitioner  requests 

waiver  of  Rule  101(e)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  general  rules  of  practice,  reopen¬ 
ing  of  the  conversion  proceeding  in 
Docket  No.  MC  77055  (Sub-No.  4),  and 
modification  of  the  Certificate  of  Public 
Convenience  and  Necessity  granted  as  a 
result  thereof  in  Docket  No.  MC-114457, 
to  conform  to  the  language  of  the  com¬ 
modity  authorization  contained  in  the 
Permit  held  by  petitioner.  By  order  of 
December  6, 1957,  Division  1  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  instituted  a  proceeding  under 
section  211(c)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  to  determine  whether  the  out¬ 
standing  permits  of  petitioner  should  be 
revoked  and  a  certificate  of  convenience 
and  necessity  issued  in  lieu  thereof.  The 
operations  of  petitioner  were  found  not 
to  come  within  the  meaning  of  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  and  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  was  issued, 
which  now  reads,  in  part,  as  follows: 
"Dairy  products,  as  defined  in  Section  B 
of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766,  and  dairy  supplies, 
equipment  and  materials,  from  Albert 
Lea,  Mankato,  Fairmont,  Owatonna, 
Fairbault,  and  Pipestone,  Minn.,  to  Chi¬ 
cago  and  Waukegan,  Ill.,  and  Racine, 
Milwaukee,  Madison,  Stoughton,  and 
Kenosha,  Wis.”  Petitioner  is  fearful 
that  the  scope  of  its  operating  authority 
has  been  reduced  as  a  result  of  the  con¬ 
version  proceeding.  As  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  it  states  that  it  clearly  had  a 
separate  authority  to  transport  dairy 
products,  and  such  transportation  could 
be  performed  for  an  independent  dairy 
or  other  shipper  of  such  commodities  as 
well  as  a  meat  packer.  Petitioner  prays 
that  the  conversion  proceeding  be  re¬ 
opened  for  reconsideration  and  modifi¬ 
cation  of  petitioner’s  Certificate  to 
conform  to  the  language  of  its  Permit. 
Any  person  or  persons  desiring  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  this  proceeding,  may,  within 
30  days  from  this  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register,  file  an  appropriate 
pleading. 

No.  MC  104893  (Sub-No.  1),  (PETI¬ 
TION  FOR  CLARIFICATION  OR  IN 
THE  ALTERNATIVE  TO  REVISE  A 
CERTIFICATE  OF  PUBLIC  CONVEN¬ 
IENCE  AND  NECESSITY) ,  filed  June  29, 
1962.  Petitioner:  H.  GORDON  TRUE¬ 
MAN,  St.  Leonard,  Md.  Petitioner’s 
Representative:  Donald  E.  Freeman,  172 
East  Green  Street,  Westminister,  Md. 
On  January  24,  1947  Petitioner  was 
granted  a  Certificate  in  No.  MC  104893 
(Sub-No.  1)  to  transport:  Building  ma¬ 
terials  and  supplies  (excluding  nails), 
boats,  malt  beverages,  unmanufactured 
tobacco,  sea-food,  farm  tractors  and 
parts  and  attachments  therefor,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  between  St.  Leonard,  Md., 
and  points  and  places  in  Calvert  County, 
Md.,  within  15  miles  of  St.  Leonard,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 


and  places  in  Virginia,  Maryland,  West 
Virginia,  Delaware,  Pennsylvania,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia,  within  250  miles  of  St.  Leon¬ 
ard.  By  the  instant  petition,  petitioner 
requests  clarification  or  revision  of  his 
Certificate:  (1)  by  determining  that 
Lumber  used  in  the  building  of  boats  is 
“Building  materials  and  supplies”,  as  the 
term  is  used  in  its  certificate,  or,  in  the 
alternative,  (2)  revised  its  certificate  to 
include  the  specific  term  “Lumber"  in 
the  commodity  description.  Any  person 
or  persons  desiring  to  participate  in  this 
proceeding,  may,  within  30  days  from 
the  date  of  this  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  file  an  appropriate 
pleading. 

No.  MC  119784  (PETITION  FOR 
MODIFICATION  OF  PERMIT),  filed 
September  26, 1962.  Petitioner:  AUSTIN 
K.  LIVELY,  State  Center,  Iowa.  Peti¬ 
tioner’s  attorney :  Robert  R.  Rydell,  1020 
Savings  and  Loan  Building,  Des  Moines 
9,  Iowa.  Petitioner  holds  Permit  MC 
119784  issued  on  February  21, 1961,  which 
authorizes  the  transportation  of:  Lin¬ 
seed  meal  and  linseed  screenings,  in  bags 
and  in  bulk,  from  Minneapolis  and  St. 
Paul,  Minn.,  to  points  in  that  part  of 
Iowa  bounded  by  a  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Minnesota-Iowa  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  south  along  U.S.  Highway  169  to 
junction  Iowa  Highway  92,  thence  east 
along  Iowa  Highway  92  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  218,  thence  north  along  U.S. 
Highway  218  to  the  Iowa-Minnesota 
State  line,  and  thence  west  along  the 
Iowa-Minnesota  State  line  to  point  of 
beginning,  including  points  on  the  in¬ 
dicated  portions  of  the  highways  speci¬ 
fied,  with  no  transportation  for  compen¬ 
sation  on  return  except  as  otherwise  au¬ 
thorized.  Said  Permit  restricts  service 
thereunder  to  service  performed  under 
a  continuing  contract  with  Goodwin 
Milling  Company  of  State  Center,  Iowa, 
and  Doyen  &  Company  of  Marshalltown, 
Iowa.  By  the  instant  petition,  petitioner 
desires  to  add  Farmers  Elevator  Service 
Company,  Inc.,  of  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa,  as 
a  contracting  shipper.  Any  person  or 
persons  desiring  to  oppose  the  addition 
of  this  additional  shipper,  may,  within 
30  days  from  the  date  of  this  publicatiop 
in  the  Federal  Register,  file  an  appro¬ 
priate  pleading. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition  Seeking 
Modification  of  Commodity  Descrip¬ 
tion  in  Pertinent  Active  Operating 
Authority  Held  by  Petitioner 

In  a  report  on  reconsideration,  decided 
October  16, 1961,  and  served  November  9, 
1961,  in  No.  MC  109637  (Sub-No.  74), 
Southern  Tank  Lines,  Inc.,  Extension — 
St.  Bernard,  Ohio,  the  Commission  con¬ 
cluded  generally  that  the  commodity 
descriptions  utilized  in  granting  oper¬ 
ating  authority  to  motor  carriers  of 
liquid  chemicals,  including  those  pre¬ 
scribed  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.,  209,  766,  and 
Maxwell  Co.,  Extension — Addyston,  63 
M.C.C.,  677,  should  be  revised  for  use  in 
making  future  grants,  and  as  a  basis  for 
modifying  outstanding  certificates  and 
permits  upon  application  of  the  holders 
thereof  in  accordance  with  approved 
procedure.  The  Commission  found  with 


respect  to  the  commodity  descriptions  at 
issue,  that  the  generic  heading  “liquid 
chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,”  is 
a  proper  and  reasonable  commodity  de¬ 
scription  for  use  in  motor  carrier  oper¬ 
ating  authorities  issued  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion;  and  that  where  such  commodity 
description  described  is  utilized,  the 
following  will  be  reasonable  and  proper 
definition  thereof  for  determining  the 
commodities  which  are  embraced  in  such 
description: 

Liquid  chemicals,  as  used  In  the  foregoing 
commodity  description  are  those  substances 
or  materials  resulting  from  a  chemical  or 
physical  change  induced  by  processes  em¬ 
ployed  in  the  chemical  industry,  including 
uniting,  mixing,  blending,  and  compounding. 

The  subject  report  provided:  “All  motor 
carriers  holding  certificates  or  permits 
authorizing  the  transportation  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  of  ’liquid  chemicals  as 
defined  in  the  Maxwell  case’,  of  ‘acids 
and  chemicals  as  described  in  the  De¬ 
scriptions  case’,  or  of  liquid  chemicals 
under  any  other  commodity  description, 
are  hereby  notified  that  petitions  will  be 
entertained  requesting  the  modification 
of  such  authorities  to  reflect  the  revised 
commodity  descriptions  promulgated 
herein.  Such  petitions  should  refer  to 
the  specific  authority  which  the  carrier 
desires  to  have  modified,  and  should  con¬ 
tain  a  certification  that  there  is,  in  fact, 
traffic  available  for  the  transportation 
from  and  to  the  points  it  is  authorized  to 
serve,  and  that  its  operations  are  not 
dormant.  The  petitions  should  be  filed 
in  the  proceedings  in  which  the  authority 
held  was  granted,  these  petitions  will  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register,  and 
if  no  objections  are  filed  thereto,  they 
will  be  disposed  of  without  extended  fur¬ 
ther  proceedings.  If  protests  are  re¬ 
ceived,  a  hearing  may  be  required  for 
their  disposition;  but,  in  such  event, 
every  effort  will  be  made  to  conclude  the 
proceedings  promptly.”  The  following 
petition  seeking  modification  of  perti¬ 
nent  operating  authority  has  been 
received: 

No.  MC  119934  and  MC  119934  Sub- 
Nos.  18,  20,  and  26,  filed  September  13, 
1962.  Petitioner:  ECOFF  TRUCKING, 
Fortville,  Ind.  Any  person  or  persons 
desiring  to  participate  in  this  proceeding 
may  file  replies  to  said  petition  (original 
and  fourteen  (14)  copies  each)  within 
30  days  from  the  date  of  this  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register.  In  the  event  it 
is  deemed  necessary  or  desirable,  infor¬ 
mal  conferences  between  our  staff  mem¬ 
bers  and  the  tank  truck  carriers,  and 
any  other  persons  who  may  have  an  in¬ 
terest  in  the  matter,  can  be  arranged  for 
the  purpose  of  implementing  the  matter. 
Persons  responding  to  this  publication 
should  specifically  advise  whether  an 
informal  conference  is  desired. 

Applications  Under  Sections  5  and 
210a(b) 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission’s  special  rules  governing  notice 
of  filing  of  applications  by  motor  car¬ 
riers  of  property  or  passengers  under 
sections  5(a)  and  210(b)  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act  and  certain  other 
proceedings  with  respect  thereto  (49 
CFR  1.240). 
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NOTICES 


MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

No.  MC-F-8206  (L.  STANLEY 

STRANG  AND  DONALD  E.  STRANG— 
PURCHASE— BEN  MOZENTER  (HAR¬ 
RIS  Y.  COTTON,  TRUSTEE) ,  published 
in  the  August  8,  1962,  issue  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  page  7850.  Application 
filed  October  1,  1962  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  under  section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-8244  (SUPPLEMENTAL 
NOTICE)  (JOHNSON  MOTOR  LINES, 
INC.— CONTROL  AND  MERGER— AT¬ 
LANTA-NEW  ORLEANS  MOTOR 
FREIGHT  CO.),  published  in  the  Oc¬ 
tober  3, 1962,  issue  of  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  on  page  9801.  JOHNSON  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  and  ATLANTA-NEW  OR¬ 
LEANS  MOTOR  FREIGHT  CO.,  are 
presently  under  common  control  by  H. 
BEALE  ROLLINS,  with  the  approval  of 
the  Commission  under  section  5,  in  No. 
MC— F-6224,  H.  BEALE  ROLLINS— CON¬ 
TROL— ATLANTA -NEW  ORLEANS 
MOTOR  FREIGHT  CO.,  INC.,  AND 
JOHNSON  MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  July 
16, 1956. 

No.  MC-F-8250.  Authority  sought  for 
control  by  INTER-CITY  AUTO 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  1821  Dock  Street,  Ta¬ 
coma,  Wash.,  of  MOUNTAIN  ROAD 
AUTO  FREIGHT  CO.,  INC.,  1616  East 
26th  Street,  Tacoma,  Wash.,  and  for  ac¬ 
quisition  by  J.  H.  GALBRAITH,  JR.,  as 
EXECUTOR  of  the  Estate  of  J.  H.  GAL¬ 
BRAITH,  1821  Dock  Street,  Tacoma, 
Wash.,  of  control  of  MOUNTAIN  ROAD 
AUTO  FREIGHT  CO.,  INC.,  through  the 
acquisition  by  INTER-CITY  AUTO 
FREIGHT,  INC.  Applicants’  attorney: 
E.  K.  Murray,  1125  Rust  Building,  Ta¬ 
coma  2,  Wash.  Operating  rights  sought 
to  be  controlled:  General  commodities, 
excepting,  among  others,  household 
goods  and  commodities  in  bulk,  as  a 
common  carrier  over  regular  routes,  be¬ 
tween  junction  U.S.  Highway  99  and 
Washington  Highway  5K  (near  Forest, 
Wash.) ,  and  Ethel,  Wash.,  between  Ona- 
laska.  Wash.,  and  Morton,  Wash.,  be¬ 
tween  Morton,  Wash.,  and  Riffe,  Wash., 
serving  all  intermediate  points,  between 
Tacoma,  Wash.,  and  Chehalis,  Wash., 
serving  all  intermediate  and  certain  off- 
route  points,  between  Elbe,  Wash.,  and 
Ashford,  Wash.,  serving  certain  inter¬ 
mediate  and  off-route  points,  and  be¬ 
tween  Morton,  Wash.,  and  Packwood, 
Wash.,  serving  all  intermediate  and  cer- 
tain  off-route  points.  INTER-CITY 
AUTO  FREIGHT,  INC.,  is  authorized  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Wash¬ 
ington.  Application  has  not  been  filed 
for  temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-8251.  Authority  sought  for 
control  by  ARKANSAS -BEST  FREIGHT 
SYSTEM,  INC.,  301  South  11th  Street, 
Fort  Smith,  Ark.,  of  DELTA  MOTOR 
LINE,  INC.,  Highway  80  West,  Jackson, 
Miss.,  and  for  acquisition  by  R.  A. 
YOUNG,  JR.,  301  South  11th  Street, 
Fort  Smith,  Ark.,  of  control  of  DELTA 
MOTOR  LINE,  INC.,  through  the  acqui¬ 
sition  by  ARKANSAS-BEST  FREIGHT 
SYSTEM,  INC.  Applicants’  attorney: 
Thomas  Harper,  P.O.  Box  297,  Fort 
Smith,  Ark.  Operating  rights  sought  to 
be  controlled:  General  commodities,  ex¬ 
cepting,  among  others,  household  goods, 
but  not  excepting  commodities  in  bulk  as 


a  common  carrier  over  regular  routes, 
between  Memphis,  Term.,  and  Greenville, 
Miss.,  serving  all  intermediate  points  be¬ 
tween  Clarksdale,  Miss.,  and  Greenville, 
Miss.,  including  Clarksdale;  general 
commodities,  excepting,  among  others, 
household  goods  and  commodities  in 
bulk,  between  Jackson,  Miss.,  and  Port 
Gibson,  Miss.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  between  Port  Gibson,  Miss.,  and 
Washington,  Miss.,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  and  certain  off-route  points,  be¬ 
tween  Hazlehurst,  Miss.,  and  Fayette, 
Miss.,  serving  certain  intermediate 
points,  between  Mathiston,  Miss.,  and 
Ackerman,  Miss.,  between  Louisville, 
Miss.,  and  DeKalb,  Miss.,  between  Jack- 
son,  Miss.,  and  Vicksburg,  Miss.,  between 
Vicksburg,  Miss.,  and  Port  Gibson,  Miss., 
between  Leland,  Miss.,  and  Vicksburg, 
Miss.,  serving  all  intermediate  and  cer¬ 
tain  off -route  points,  between  Green¬ 
ville,  Miss.,  and  Winona,  Miss.,  between 
Yazoo  City,  Miss.,  and  Tutwiler,  Miss., 
between  Sunflower,  Miss.,  and  junction 
Mississippi  Highway  3  and  US.  Highway 
49-W  north  of  Inverness,  Miss.,  between 
Yazoo  City,  Miss.,  and  Redwood,  Miss., 
between  junction  Mississippi  Highway 
14  and  UJS.  Highway  49-W  north  of 
Louise,  Miss.,  and  Anguilla,  Miss.,  serv¬ 
ing  all  intermediate  points,  between 
Lake  Providence,  La.,  and  Vicksburg, 
Miss.,  serving  all  intermediate  points,  be¬ 
tween  Tchula,  Miss.,  and  junction  Mis¬ 
sissippi  Highway  12  and  UJS.  Highway 
51,  near  Durant,  Miss.,  serving  the  in¬ 
termediate  point  of  Lexington,  Miss.,  be¬ 
tween  Lexington,  Miss.,  and  junction 
Mississippi  Highway  17  and  U.S.  High¬ 
way  51,  near  Pickens,  Miss.,  between 
Vaiden,  Miss.,  and  Carthage,  Miss.,  serv¬ 
ing  certain  intermediate  points  and  the 
off-route  point  of  Williamsville,  Miss., 
between  Jackson,  Miss.,  and  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Miss.,  between  Meridian,  Miss.,  and 
Philadelphia,  Miss.,  serving  certain  in¬ 
termediate  points,  between  Memphis, 
Term.,  and  Blytheville,  Ark.,  between  St. 
Louis,  Mo.,  and  Little  Rock,  Ark.,  serv¬ 
ing  certain  intermediate  points,  between 
St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  Cape  Girardeau,  Mo., 
between  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  Chicago,  Ill., 
serving  certain  intermediate  and  off- 
route  points,  between  Chicago,  Ill.,  and 
Cape  Girardeau,  Mo.,  over  several  alter¬ 
nate  routes  for  operating  convenience 
only;  dangerous  explosives  and  general 
commodities,  except  those  of  unusual 
value,  livestock,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment, 
between  Jackson,  Miss.,  and  New  Or¬ 
leans,  La.,  serving  certain  intermediate 
points  without  restriction,  serving  all 
other  intermediate  points  and  certain 
off-route  points,  restricted  against  the 
transportation  of  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  in  Practices  of  Motor  Common  Car¬ 
riers  of  Household  Goods,  17  M.C.C.  467; 
to  and  from  the  off -route  point  of  the 
U.S.  Army  Cantonment  near  Centerville, 
Miss.,  in  the  transportation  of  general 
commodities,  except  those  of  unusual 
value,  currency,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  in  Ptactices  of  Motor  Common 
Carriers  of  Household  Goods,  supra, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment;  and  to  and  from  off- 
route  points  within  one  mile  of  Jackson, 
restricted  to  transportation  of  glass  con¬ 


tainers  only;  dangerous  explosives  and 
general  commodities,  except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value,  household  goods  as  defined 
in  Practices  of  Motor  Common  Carriers 
of  Household  Goods,  17  M.C.C.  467,  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment,  between  Jackson, 
Miss.,  and  Memphis,  Term.,  serving  all 
intermediate  points  and  the  off -route 
points  within  one  mile  of  the  above- 
specified  route,  and  certain  off -route 
points,  unrestricted;  to  and  from  the 
off-route  point  of  Oil  City,  Miss.,  re¬ 
stricted  against  the  transportation  of 
currency  and  the  off -route  point  of 
Tinsley,  Miss.,  in  the  transportation  of 
general  commodities,  between  Memphis, 
Term.,  and  Winona,  Miss.,  serving  cer¬ 
tain  intermediate  and  off-route  points; 
dangerous  explosives,  and  general  com¬ 
modities,  except  those  of  unusual  value, 
livestock,  household  goods  as  defined  in 
Practices  of  Motor  Common  Carriers  of 
Household  Goods,  17  M.C.C.  467,  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment,  between  points  in 
Mississippi,  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  and  between  Winona,  Miss.,  and 
Columbus,  Miss.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points  and  the  off -route  point  of  the  air¬ 
port  located  approximately  eight  miles 
north  of  Columbus;  dangerous  explo¬ 
sives,  and  general  commodities,  between 
Meridian,  Miss.,  and  DeKalb,  Miss.,  serv¬ 
ing  an  intermediate  points,  between 
Jackson,  Miss.,  and  Louisville,  Miss., 
serving  the  intermediate  points  between 
Canton  and  Jackson  restricted  to  traffic 
moving  to  or  from  points  beyond  Canton 
and  LouisviUe,  Miss.,  and  Philadelphia, 
Miss.,  and  those  between  Philadelphia 
and  Louisville,  restricted  to  traffic  mov¬ 
ing  to  or  from  points  beyond  Philadel¬ 
phia;  all  other  intermediate  points  with¬ 
out  restriction;  fresh  vegetables,  during 
the  season  extending  from  the  15th  day 
of  April  to  the  15th  day  of  July,  inclusive, 
from  Crystal  Springs,  Miss.,  to  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  serving  the  intermediate  and  off- 
route  points  within  25  miles  of  Crystal 
Springs,  restricted  to  pick-up  only;  gen¬ 
eral  commodities,  except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value.  Class  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  and  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  trucks  over  irregular  routes  be¬ 
tween  points  in  territory  bounded  by  a 
line  extending  from  Greenville,  Miss., 
along  U.S.  Highway  82  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  61,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
61  through  Rolling  Fork,  Miss.,  to  junc¬ 
tion  with  an  imaginary  line  extending  in 
a  westerly  direction  60  miles  from  Green¬ 
ville,  thence  along  said  imaginary  line 
to  the  Mississippi-Louisiana  State  line, 
thence  along  the  Mississippi-Louisiana 
State  line,  to  the  Mississippi- Arkansas 
State  line,  thence  along  the  Mississippi- 
Arkansas  State  line  to,  and  including, 
Greenville;  class  A  and  B  explosives,  be¬ 
tween  Vicksburg,  Miss.,  and  magazines 
in  Mississippi  within  five  miles  of  Vicks¬ 
burg;  wood  products,  and  lumber,  from 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  Morehouse,  Mo.,  and 
Little  Rock,  and  Wheatley,  Ark.,  to 
points  in  Illinois;  rice,  and  rice  products, 
from  Stuttgart,  Carlisle,  Little  Rock, 
Lonoke  and  DeWitt,  Ark.,  and  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  to  points  in  Illinois.  ARKAN¬ 
SAS-BEST  FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  INC.  is 
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authorized  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier  in  Ohio,  Texas,  Indiana,  Missouri, 
Oklahoma,  Illinois,  Arkansas,  Kansas, 
Louisiana,  Mississippi  and  Tennessee. 
Application  has  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  section  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-F-8252.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  LUEKING  TRANSFER 
COMPANY,  INC.,  1531  East  14th  Street, 
St.  Louis  6,  Mo.,  of  a  portion  of  the 
operating  rights  of  SUPREME  EXPRESS 
AND  TRANSFER  CO.,  417  South  15th 
Street,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  for  acquisition 


by  LESTER  L.  LUEKING,  4420  Over¬ 
brook  Drive,  St.  Louis  21,  Mo.,  LEWIS  L. 
LUEKING,  72  Country  Club  Drive,  St. 
Louis  21,  Mo.,  and  HERMAN  A.  LUE¬ 
KING,  7215  Ravinia  Drive,  St.  Louis  21, 
Mo.,  of  control  of  such  rights  through 
the  purchase.  Applicants’  attorneys: 
LaTourette  &  Rebman,  314  North  Broad¬ 
way,  St.  Louis  2,  Mo.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  transferred:  Malt  beverages, 
as  a  contract  carrier  over  regular  routes, 
from  Belleville,  Ill.,  to  St.  Louis,  Mo.; 
empty  malt  beverage  containers,  from 


St.  Louis,  Mo.,  to  Belleville,  Ill.  Vendee 
is  authorized  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier  in  Illinois  and  Missouri.  Appli¬ 
cation  has  not  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  section  210a(b). 

Note:  Vendor  Is  retaining  its  common 
carrier  rights. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  62-10078;  Piled,  Oct.  9,  1962; 
8:48  a.m.] 
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